** Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380006-0
CONFIDENTIAL

N EWS, VIEWS
and |S$UES

INTERNAL USE ONLY

This publication contains clippings from the
domestic and foreign press for YOUR
BACKGROUND INFORMATION. Further use
of selected items would rarely be advisable.

17 OCTOBER 1975

NO. 21

GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS
GENERAL

EAST EUROPE

WEST EUROPE

NEAR EAST

AFRICA

EAST ASIA

LATIN AMERICA

Destroy after backgrounder has served its purpose or within 60 days.

CONFIDENTIAL
Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380006-0




°  Approved For Reléése 2QO1IO_8I08 : CIA-RD'P7Z-b0432R000100380006-,0" o

U.s. NE-"S & WORLD REPORT
13 Octcbar 1975
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Exciusme interwew M/iz'“h
The Mce Pres;dent
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EXCJPTS

Q. Do you clear your travel and your speeches with him?
A On my first trip for him, to make a speech in Chicago,
there was quite a big press corps. I was sitting in the p]a*le )
:with the reperters, and they said, Were you- given a
"speech?” And I said, “No.”
" And they said, "Dxd the President tell you what he
; wanted you to say?” And I said, “No, he never talked about
" it. He just said he wanted me to miike a speech.”
 And then they asked, “Well, did you get instructions from
. his staff?” And 1 said, “No. He just asked me to make the
speech.”
. And he’s asked me to' make a lot of them. He’s never said
what he wanted me-to say or nct say. He's never given me
i any instructions except when he wants me to do some;bmcx
" like working on the CIA Commission: We have an extraor dx—
" nary relationship.
? Could you cite several of the things you're working
on?

A Sure. Bicenteanial, CIA follow-up, the Capitol Hill
Club— - )

ON ClA: “WE ARE IMPEDING IF NOT DESTROYING” VITAL U.S. AGENCY

M» Rockefefier was chairman of a- White House com-
mission that iowestigated and reported on Centrel Intelli-
gence Agency activities inside the United States. From
his U.S. News & World Report interview:

& Mr. Viee President, are the mvestxgahons by Congress
into the activitizs of the Central Intelhgence Agency ham-’
pering the Agenry’s effectiveness? -

A T think they are seriously Jeoparchzmg both the cur-
rent activities of the CIA. and its sources. A lot of sources .
abroad are very hesitant now 1o co-operate with the Agen- -
cy, because if ﬁssy should be identified, they couid w ell be
shot or bumped off. That's one damaging effect.

Another area is the CIA’s methods of operation: Once
methods of collseting information are kiiown, they can be
counteracted if they are understood by the .opposition.

This is a very serious and adverse moment for the effec-
tiveness of our intelligence at a time when: we need it maore
than ever. Lets face it: The Soviets have an. intelligence
effort that mast be 2 to 4 times as big as ours. And all the
things we womy about the GIA doing in. this country—
listening to ewr phoues, and so on—are bemg done by the
Russians. o

Q In this conntry? :

A Sure, all ver the country. They can listen from a mile
away to our cenversation in this.room by focusing a device
on that windswpane. Or they can pick up everything on -
point-to-point tefephone broadcasts anywhere in the coun-
try—and this indiudes secret plans that the Defense Depart-
ment may be werking on with a contractor. .

O Do you think the public has lost ‘confi dence in thc CI A
and the Govemment's intelligence opemtmns" )

A No, I really don’t think-so. I think thé public is fed ip

with the investigations. I think it is terribly disturbed that
secrets about many CIA activities are being brought cut and
that we ave iegeding if not destroying one of the most
effective partsef our national defense. '

Frankly, 1 think the course of the mveshdatmns and
attacks on the XX is just about running out. |

@ In retrospeet, do you regret that the Administration’s
commission o grobe the CIA, which you headed, did not go
beyond the namew scope of its investigation—perhaps as
deer as Congress o doing?

& And put ma.compomxu threc— ng circus? No.

& fpdpon competie E’"“‘hégéaéémﬂﬁb?‘m

your connvission migh! .R[q\ég

'of Congress and their televised hearings—

A No, you couldn’t head off the committees of Congress.
This is a hot issue, and they were geing to grab it. There
was ne question of that.

The allegations that started this whole thing were that
there were massive violations or infringements of civil
rights and of statutes barring the CIA from domestic activi-
ties. We investigated those allegations. We did a thorough
job. We came up with recommendations that, if carried out,
would protect the public in those areas.

Should we have gone further? The Administration feels—
and 1 think a large percentage of the American people
feel—that to go backwards over nearly 30 years of CIA
operations, to go into activities relating to covert actions
abroad, would serve no useful purpose. Sure, those activities
were all dramatic. We all watch those television spy shows,
and they’re exciting. And you can make a good show. out of
CIA activities. But is it in cur national interest? I think not.

Q. Some people want to reshape the CIA to eliminate or
reduce its covert aclivities. How do you answer that?

A There are certain elements of national intelligence
that involve gathering information either by human intelli-
gence or by technical means. And then you analyze and
interpret the information. Few would argue about that
function. .

Then there are certain actions that are known as covert—

-actions that fall between the worlds of diplomatic action

and of war. If diplomatic action fails, and you don’t want to

go to war, and our national interests are involved, then
there is this gray area which the public had been aware of

- only through television shows. That goes on, and now it
‘tomes out that it was just as n\mbng as TV—only it is real

life.

This gray area is there. It offends all of us. But it is a
reality. The alternative may be war. Covert actions are
better than war. These are the sort of tough realities of the

" situation that we must face up to.

Let me give you another exaraple of the tough realities
we face: One of the big issues is keeping files on Americans.
But now we are all worried about people shooting at the
President. Well, how are you going to know who is about to
do that if you don’t know about the people who belong to
dangerous organizations, who are dedicated to violence or
who are unbalanced—unless vou've got files?

We're in a very interesting period in this country where
NGIARDPZE00482R000100380006(ht to know every-

thing that is going on, and at the same time we urge privacy
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as never before. Those two goals run in different directions.

Q The latest charges against CIA deal with opening the
mail of private citizens, including prominent Americans—

A Let me put that in perspective. There were 4 million
{etters a year that were under illegal supervision. Our
commission pointed that out in its report. We traced the
history of it. We made it public. It had been stopped before
we got there, and we suggested methods to prevent any-
thing of that kind in the future.

Now what has happened? They pick out names of 2 or 3
or 4 people or foundations whose mail was opened. This is
an exciting headline. But what does it all prove? We were
there to protect the American people’s interest in their
freedom and their rights and their liberties and also to
protect the effective functioning of an organization which
represents American national interests.

@ Mr. Rockefeller, you have been involved with intelli-
gence activities for many years—working with Presidents,

serving on advisory committees. Do you think any major -

-CIA action was undertaken without the knowledge of the
President?

A I've got to say to you that, in my opinion, no major
action was undertaken by the CIA that wasn’t either known
or approved by the White House, directly or indirectly.

This is something that’s a little hard for people to face up
to. Everybody would like to slide away from that conclusion
and say, “Here’s this wild organization—the CIA-—off by
itse!lf; doing these terrible things.” But that’s not the real
truth.

@ You talk of “White House” knowledge, not the Presi-

dent’s. Are you choosing those words intentionally?

A That’s right. I've worked for six Presidents. And it was
always the feeling that where an action could be misinter-
preted, it was better for the President to be in a pasition to
be able to say that he did not know about it, or to deny it.
,Now, that can be accomplished in many different ways—
"delegating authority to somebody, for instance.

Q. When you talk about advance White House knowl-
edge, do you include assassinations?

A Our commission got into that matter, and we couldn’t
produce any hard evidence that would give us the justifica-

" tion to come to conclusions that we could prove. Therefore,

we didn’t comment.

Q Are the CIA investigations a partisan matter?

A This business of going back and trying to_pin the tail
on the donkey—or pin the trunk on the elephant—really is
ex post facto. I don’t know what it proves. This hasn't
anything to do with Democrats or Republicans. This is a
very unhappy phase of the world we live in. It is z tough
reality.

Q. Is there any truth to charges that the CIA investiga-
tions in Congress are being used to divert attentisn from
delays in coming to grips with othe. national problems?

A 1t is a diversion as far as the public is concerned, but
I'm not sure that it is the reason for inaction on the part of
the Congress.

In any case, airing of the CIA issue is healthy because that
is the way a democracy works. We've got to go through it
until we sort it out. Only a democracy, and only the United
States, would do what we are doing. This country is strong

VIRGINIAN-FILOT, Norfolk
12 September 1975

o The @3’3&;@11"3@ CIA

‘The Central In:eRigeﬁce Agency’s

abiiity to conduct covert operations in

foreign countries on behalf of the Unit--

ed States Government has been com-
promised beyond repair by the
revelations elicited in the ongoing in-
guiries into the U.S. intelligence com-
munity’s foreign and domestic
activities. The Pord Administration has
no choice but to deprive the CIA of re-
sponsibility for condneting such ocera-

tiens and assign it jo another—perhaps -

new—arm of the Federai Government.

In this Tess than best of ail possible
worlds, Washington must retain an ap-
p_a.’ahzs for conducting covert opera-
tions in foreign lands, primarily to
counter the foreisn political activities
ol the Soviet Union and its allies. But
these should be autherized only at the
highest level, sharply limited in num-
ter, and kept under tight control. On
the evidence, many middle- and lower-
level CIA operatives have been uncon-
trollable and not a few of them unsia-
tle. Apparent attempis by some CIA
representatives to enlist the American
tnderworld in attempts on the life of
Caban dictater Fidel Castro may or
rnay not have been directed from the
top, but the secreting of poisons in
szeming defiance of two Presidential
diectives reqairiag their destruction
has the look of insubordination.

}.33

Restructuring of the CIA is desirable
as well as unavoidable. The CIA has
teen embarrassed fatally by the d
sures that it spied upmﬁﬂﬂf&)(?ﬂc

- <

the Vnited States, opened Americans’
mail, experimented recklessly with
13D, and assisted, however minimally, -
the Nizon White House's burglary of
the office of Dr. Daniel Ellsberg's psy-

_chiatrist.

At the time of its creation shortly alt-
er the end of World War I, the CI3
contained within itseif the seeds for
abuses smail and monstrous. Among
the duties of the CIA enumerated in ihe
National Security Act of 1347 was toe
duty of performing “'such other fune-
tions and duties related to intellizence

affzcting the national security as the
National Security Council may,fro‘m=
time to time direct.”™ Moreover, the.

subsequent Central Intetligence Agency
Act exempted the CIA from all Federal
laws requiring disclosure of the “‘func-
tions, names, official titles, salaries, or
numbers of personnel employed by the
Agency” and gave the CIA Director
power to spend money “without regard
to the provisions of law and regulations

_ relating to the expenditure of Govern-

ment funds. . . . such expenditures to
be accounted for solely on the certifl-
.cate of the- director {which] shall te
deemed sufficient voucher.” o

_The *‘other functions and duties”
clause in the Mational Security Act per-
mitted the CIA to run a secret war in
Lacs, launch the Bay of Pigs debacie,

enough to absorb it.

intervene in the Congo and Chile, and.
engage in other similar enterprises. It
was disingenuous of President Truman
and Senator Stuart Symingten (D-Mis-
sourl) and others io disclaim in later
years that they had intended for the
CIA to become invoived in paacelime

‘cloak-and-dagger operations. The CIA

started up such operations during the

“Truman Administration—anid in doing

50 it simply extended traditons «stab-
lished by the Office of Stratesie Ser-

_vices (0SS) during World War iI.

* The truth is that the CIA has done
what it has done largely at the bidding
of Republican and Demecratic Admin-

© istrations and with the indulgence of

successive Congresses. It has had sue-
cesses and failures. But now its cover
has been blown. William E. Colby, who
operated in Nazi-occupied Europe as a
young U.S. Army oificer assigned o
0SS, did not become Director of the
CIA to preside over its dismantling, but
its dismantling may have begun. The
CIA stould survive as an organization
‘dedicated to collection and analysis-of,
information—functions for which it is)
superoly staffed and equipped—bui
only if it {s transformed into an ac-
countable and highly discipiined inteti-
gence service. At the moment, it seerns
ito be neither. 2

. .
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Intellisence Hearings: Inquiries

Seem Mired

v ﬁ"?
LA

**" Data After 9 Months, With Goals Unclear

K

;. By FICHOLAS M. HORROCK
Spectat to The New York Times

7 - WASHINGTON, Oct. S—After

-nine mouths of delving into the -

activities of United States in-
telligence agencies, Congres-
siopal investigators seem adrift
»in a-sea of information, stunned

:a by the magnitude
of the task and
less . sure of their
objective than
_when they started,

oy interviews in both
fhe Sexate and House disclosed.’

TheXobjectives last January
appeared clear enough. ‘Infor-
wreation unccvered in the Water-
‘gate dnvestigation and a report
in The New York Times sug-
_gested- that. the intelligence
agencies had conducted a large,
and probably llegal, domestic‘!
suryeillance operation in the
late- nineteem:sixties and. eariy
nincteen-seventies..

These allegations provided
the impetus for a Presidential
. commission ard -two Congres-
sional: investigations, oné by a
select-committee in the Senate,
another by a ‘select comimittee
in the House,. -~ a0 o 70

The Presidential commission,
headed by Vice President
Rockefeller, - took - 2 narrow
scope, -1t investigated wrong:
doing by the Central .Intelli-
gence Agency-alone and issued-
a report in June, finding vast
intrusiuns on privacy as well
as specific violations of the law:
and of-the C.LA.’s jurisdiction
under ‘the National - Security
Act Of 1947. S

Thé Congressional - investiga~
tions’were given broader man-
dates -covering foreign and’
domestic ‘intelligence activities.:
To the scphisticated in Wash-
ington intelligence circles, it
seemed an impossible task.

%Eoreign Operations )
" The foreign infelligence oper-
ptions*of the United States
alone -cost nearly “$7-billion a
year, according to reliable re-
ports, and encompass the activ-
jties of the C..A, Defense
Intelligence - Agency, National
Security: Agency, State Depart:
ment intelligence, Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation and-intel-
ligence-units of the armed fore-
€S. ~anr ) L Conee

Domestic intelligence has in-

¢ Aniitysis

e

cluded 2l or some of the above; -

as well'as the Internal Revenue
Service, the Drug Enforcement
Administration, the Alcohol,}
Tobacoo, and Firearms Bureau
and the Secret Service. |

Already the files and records §
gathered in the Senate investi-|
gation are larger than any!
single -investigation previously!
conducted by the Senate. Thes
Senate-has a staff of over 100,
the House committee, another!
40 or-so. ok

The ipvestigations have either
directly, or by their pressure,
produced a startling . pattern
of di§c1:psm'es about the meth-

ods of the various' agencies.
These include- the foxm

"|is no single band of lawbreak-

s’ Jcouxms; one that he tied up

* §The C.LA. was involved in!
several attempts to kil Fidel]
Castro, Premier of Cuba; had’
a peripheral involvement. in the
death of Rafael Leonidas Tujil-
lo. Molina, strongman of the
Dominican Republic-and once
piotted fo poison the. Congolese
{eader, Patrice Lumumba. -

Gindeed; assassinations ap-
parently - became so . accepted
a policy theme that the C.LA.
set up a permanent section’
to plan.them; calied “the Exe-

_leutive Action Group.”

. GThe C.LA,the FB.L and the

"National Security  Agency have

conducted exténsive intrusions
on either telephons, cable, or
mail communications or cn all
three.: ' B T
" GIntelligence- agencies” have
lied to Congress atmost routine-
1y In one case, the statements
of “~a former- CJ:A: director,.
Richard Helms, eon..the coup
d'etat in Chile were Teviewed
by the “department of justice
t0 see if they constituted perju-,

mended. = .. L .
_gLawlessness under the guise
of national security seemed to
have become almost common-
place. during and after World
War - II. The F.B.I. admitted

persons -whose politics ‘it did
not like, and forgery of letters,
anonymous threats and other
forms of coercion .became stand-|
ard . tools in the F.B.I’s coun-
terintelligence operations. -
. But the disclosures—and list
is long=-aré scattered shots and,
without theme. . :
“This is very unlike the
Watergate investigation,” said
one-Senator, “because this is
not a simple conspiracy. There

ers or single group of people
who made bad judgments. This
has gone on for 30 years.”

“The disclosures are not .for
the’ sake of disclosure alone,
most

committee on intelligence, has
said that he believed disclosure
was necessary so the public
could see “for itself whether
there had been a pattern of
unacceptable behavior. - T
- “1t s for this publie support
{that Congress draws the power
ito pass legislation K to meet
-these probiems,” he said. = - - -

‘But his critics argue that
;Senator ‘Church has made deci-
isions that defeat his own
istrategy and retard the investi-

igation..- In ‘one: instance, . Jast{

ispring, President Ford threw
! the hot potato of C.J.A. political
assassination  -plots '~ 'to the
Church committee. R

Many persons on the commit-
tee privately believe that by
focusing on the plots, the panel
3has allowed the rest of the
‘investigation to drown. They
ifaulc Mr. Church on two

the commission counsel, F.A.O.

ackBtR afaide 250 THU3"

e g

ry. No prdsecution wds recom-{

238. burglaries ‘aimed ‘at Ameri-|
- bean citizens; the LR.S. audited

1 Congressional. . sources|
agrée. Senator Frank Church,}
chairman -of the Senate select]’

IWilliam - Miller, on the subject
far longer than its importance
justified, and second that by
keeping the discussion of the
plots behind closed doors, he
cut the public off from the
very kind of information that
Imight have helped it form a
view of the intelligence commu-
nity. o L
“As yau will remember,” one
member of the committee said
privately, “we were going to
have completed most of our
public hearings and be prepar-
ing our recommendations by
this point. We have not,done
gither.” -~ - - e
.. Senator Church has publicly
.{stuck to his decisions. He said
he believed that televised pub-
ilic hearings on assassinations
'would, have. done irreparable
‘harm to the American image
abroad and not served truth.

Whether it has been distract-
ed by the assassination matter,’
or by other -problems, the
.Church committee is far behind
;schedule. It has had three brief
spuris of public hearings in
the last several weeks. Hear-
ings on the N.S.A. were post-
poned this week at the request.
of President Ford, and the com-,
‘mittee ‘may ‘not open others
until the end of the month.
- Several staff members pri-
vately contend that the com-
mittée might just as well write
an authoritative report now
and forgo. televised public ses-
sions. S o

“The idea.that. every Senate
investigation is another Water-

gate is a- myth,” one senior
istaff member said in an inter-
‘view.. “The - question is—can
you get good legislation ‘any-
'way? I think you can.” & |
" Part of Senator " Church’s
-fechnique has been to avoid
.confrontation and to negotiate
for each piece of evidence from
the intelligence community. He
believes that Congress has an
'absolute right to the informa-’
‘tion, but that it is better to:
obtain the material without the
time delays of court - fights.

His House counterpart, Rep-
resentative -Otis G. Pike, a
tart-tongued Suffolk County
Democrat, believes differently.
Mr. Pike took over the House
‘committee last summer after a
membership mutiny dislodged
the previous chairman, Lucien

‘N. Nedzi, a Michigan Democrat.}

Mr. Pike’s committee voted
‘to make public secret national
security ~information - without
-the approval of the executive
‘branch, thus precipitaling a
confrontation over whether
iCongress or the President con-
trols national secrets. .

But _ afier .two weeks of
sword-rattling by both sides,
Mr. Pike and the White House
settled the issue-—access to
{some secret intelligenice evalua-
tions on the Tet offensive in
1968—without settling the fun-
‘damental question. Mr. Pike’s
critics - thought that Congres.
sional - prerogatives were

:_Jr CiRsRORTF 106482R006719

confrontation was aveided. ']

However, the Pike committes!
‘has begun to establish a body
of evidence indicating that the.
$7 - billion - a - vear intelligence|
apparatus may- not, in fact,
be very efficient. In recent pub-!
lic hearings he has called av-
thoritative witnesses who con-~ .
tend that the-intelligence agen-
cies failed io predict any of
the major. crises of the last
decade. - . R

No one yet appears sble tol |
evaluate how this nine-month -
scrutiny has-affected the intels
ligence agencies. Publicly, intel-
ligence officials ‘have said that;
‘the disclosures have harmed
‘the United States -and mad
their task harder. - :
_~ But privately, many of them
‘tell a more sanguine tale. The
bulk of the disclosures’ were
already known to foreign intel-
ligence services and the new|
details can .mainly be used to
Jfill in gaps in knowledge, re-
‘sponsible intelligence . officers
admit. . .- . N

In fact, there is some feeling
that the intelligence community
—with - the help of President]
Ford and his able lawyers—hasi
“staved off the worst,” as one
source put it. In other words,
the agencies are surviving what
'many had thought would never
come, a full Congressional in-
vestigation. ~ * .

The upcoming confrontations
will not be on further disclo-
sure, sources in Congress and
‘the executive sugg@st, but on;

|
|
|

the issue of f‘oversight." i

In general, the intelligencei
agencies regard self-regulation,
ipspecior general style of in-!

|trospection backed up by exec !

utive orders, as optimum.
White - House and intelligence
sources have talked about this;
privately for some time. N
They rest their case on the;
‘fact that many of the instances
of wrongdoing were dug up:.
by C.LA. itseif in May, 1973;
iwithout - Congressional = over-
‘sight. . '
|" Mr. Church’s  committee,
.however, has already raised
{serious questions about the
{C.LA’s ability at- self-regula«
tion. It has uncovered iastances!
i,where -even middle-level C.LA.
|officials were apparentiy ablei
‘to disobey with impunity @
Presidential . order to destroy

_deadly poisons.

Most persons interviewed be~
lieved that the committee will
propose and receive supporg
for a Congressional oversight
‘committee, probably a joint
committee and that the real

-battleground will emerge over

the subleties of its powers.’
Will it be able to subpoena
jofficials and documents of the
‘entire intelligence community
tand call for contempt citations
against those who do nct cont
iply? Will it have a well-paid
and adequate permanent staff
to conduct investigations?
These are the “gut” issues,
several sources 5aid.
QQP hag worried many on
apitol Hill is whether the Con-

e, -



BALTIMORE SUN = --
9 October 1975

Levi weighing -
CIA wrongdoing

Washington (AP)—Edward
H. Levi, the Attorney Genera},|
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PHILADFLPHIA BULLETIN
29 September 1975
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For the record .- |

e

The papers have been fitled _laig}y
with letters and statements from var-
jous people about the CIA, all of
which have one thing in commea —
their authors, some' of . whom are
quite highly placed, don’t know what

thay are tatking about. On-Decembear

31, 1973, 1 tack early retirement from
CEA - after over 22 years’ SeTVICE;
thersfore, 1 think I know whereof 1
speak. - -l H

1t is not "that : thzre is not plenty- .

“werong with the CIA, because therr;- is.
Its promotion and transfer policies
are  frighttul - beyond description.
Twenty years.ago, o get anywhere. in
CIA one almost had to be an Tyy
League, graduate. Teday- the pend-
‘vlum has swung so far in the other

- direction that this. background is con-

siderad a hindrance. = .

To get ahead today one
willing to be téansferred anywhere.
On the other hand, .one way CIA gets
rid of people it doesn’t want is to

ofier them transfers to Timbuctx.ipr .
. similar places. If they refuse, this is

valld grounds for dismissal.. CIA also
forces rotirements at age 80 although
Civil Service regulations say that &5
is the retirement age. T

‘. However, this kind of thing is com-

“paratively unimportant. -All Govern-

has 1o be

ment agencies are monuments of‘

better “than most of them.
. What everyone haspforgotien,. ov
never Lnew, is the Teascn for the

CIA’s existence: to oppose the moves

of our -§Ommunist euemies, particu-

~

" confusion and CIA is probably run’

TheWashingtonStar

t perspeciive

¥ g7

~

larly the USSR, ‘on a global scale.
~ "What CIA did in Chile, for instance, .
.- is held up as " a coliossal example of

perfidy. ~Actually, it: was ‘perhaps

CIA’s most brilliant coup in years. A

little background is in order.

It has been said that Allende was a
democratically eieciad President. In
actual fact he squsaked in with oaly

. a drop over one third of the vote. The

two -other candidates  split the
anii-Communist va:i2 in hall b2cause

they were hoth too stubbora to bow _
out.. Betweén them -they bkad two

.thirds of the vote byt neither eng had

- quite as many votes as Allende. In
; -many other countries-.this election

weuld have resutted in the man with

‘the lowest numbzr of votes being
- eliminated and 2 rerun taking place
between the two. ’ C

In Chile this swould certainly have

resulted in a conservative victory. .

Peopie forget that Allende had mas-

_ sive Soviet support in his campaign
including, some think, a successful .

Soviet undercover effort to keep hoth
‘other candidates in the race so that
his oppositien would be split. |
Upan taking office Allende ai once
scized the Chilean subsidiaries of
Anaconda Copper, Kennecott Copper,

Bethlzhem Steel, International Tele- -

phone and Telegraph etc., in fact the
Chiiean assets.of a!l U.S. companies.’
This seizurc of billiens of dollars

worth of property was countered by -

the CIA with the alincation of the
very smaill sum of $3 million to heip

" the truck drivers-union continue their

P h_:_‘ ~(‘
R /
on 1A

sirike against the Allendz Govern-.
aent. It was used mainly to Iesd

- them and their famifies during- this

pariod. A L
. When conditions finally- became
completely chaotic the Chilean Army.
seized power, .an event that the. ClA
did not plan, although it did hope that

_‘Allende and his Communist: support:

ars would be overthrown by the anti-,
Communist majority. s

I personally approve of such actions.
‘on'the part of CIA. T was involved in,
the Chilean affair/in a somewhat re-
mote way because L coilected infors
mation {rom a .large- company that.

- was in the process of having its. Chi-

can. properties seized. It. kept “me.
and, through me, CIA and the US,.

me,

Government, informsd on a daily

" basis. This is the sert of thing I did

for 22 years and I was proud of my*
coniributions o our country’s seci:;
rity. Upon lzaving CIA I at once
began ~wvorking as a foreign poiitical -~
consultant to a large U.S. cil com-|
pany and aftsr one year shifted to a !

© .second oil company in the same ca- |

pacity. There is virtually no conntry ;
in the world en which I do not cousid- |
o foy
Have I, however, wasted my jif2? T
think 1ot and hope not. May the ClA
flourish as the guardian ¢f our coun-
try in the future as it has in the past
when I was privilaged to contribute
in a'small way to its success. . I
o Richard Parry
. Philagelphia

l

- Ford Considers Shultz
intelligence

expects to decide early next
year whether to prosecute Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency offi-
cials involved in jllegal domes-
tic activities, a Justice Depart-
ment spokesman said yester-
day. ! S

The decision may hinge on
whether thére is evidence that
aany President authorized such
activities, a top department of-
ficial involved in the investiga-
tionsaid. -

gréssionial -investigations have
established a- record of suffi-
clent wrongdoing to lay the
groundwork for -Congress to
vote a .tough,. permanent over-
sight panel for the intelligence
jcommunity. that question can-
' inot be answered until the invess

[;tigations are complete,

For Role in
L . United Press International

President Ford is seriously consid-
“ering giving former Nixon Cabinet
official George P. Shultz a major role
in a revised intelligence operation, it
was learned today. .

Shultz, President of the Bechtel
Corp. of San Francisco, is reluctant
.to return to government service.

Both Ford and Secretary of State
Henry Kissinger reportedly feel
-Shuitz has the proper qualifications
for a sensitive position

Sources speculated that Shultz
might be named to head the Foreign
Intelligence Advisory Board,- which
will probably be strengthened in its
oversight of the CIA and other intel-
ligence agencies when the President
makes public a plan for overhaulin

U.S. intelligence-gathering. - ~ - -

Ford has been planning to shake

up the CIA since the Rockefeller

Commission and congressional
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. investigations have revealed major;
., improprieties in the agency’s opera-
tions over the years. But Ford appars
ently is in no hurry to replace CIAY
Director William Colby, who has.

"~ cooperated in disclosing past impro3
L

prieties.

According to sources, Shultz hass
the ‘“‘strong personality” needed to;
handle the job. Shultz headed the-
University of Chicago ' business:
schoel and has served as secretary of:
labor, director of the White House:
Office of Management and Budget,:

and secretary of the Treasury. K

He is respected on Capitol Hill and’
is all the more acceptable because he:
has “‘no political ambiticns,”” sources:
said. : ®

Shultz is currently the President’s;

representative at planning sessions: -~

for international econonic monetary;
meetings in Paris later this year.

.
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Ameﬂcan'l’radmons and Secret Police

merica’s fast-approaching Bicenten-
pial Year furnishes a useful back-
drop for the widening debate over the.
CIA. The moain ssues growing out of’
20 American undercover organization’
were anticipated by the handful of young,
" men who were [ater to be called “Ameri-
c2’s Founding Fathers.™
Both in their argaments against Greaz
Rritain in the struggle for independence
and in their cxpioration of ideas at the
Philadeiphia Constitutional Convention,
the young founders rejected the notion
that there cordd be any justification for
interfering in the internal affairs of other
countries. Whzn the American Revolu-
tionary leaders told Great Britain to re-
spect our right te self-determination,.
they thereby fixed our own. obligation tot
respect that szmc right for others. They
would have feand ludicrous and absurd‘
the argument used in 1947 to justify the |
creation of the CIA; namely, that the
United States could deal with Soviet:
intrigue in the world only by playing;
. the same intermational game. That game '
eventually involved the use of secret|
U.S. agents fer manipuiating or subvert-
- ing or overthrowing the policies and in-;
stitutions of other countries. l
1t is a mistake to say that no one can;
possibly know how leaders of the Amer-|
ican independence movement and the
U.S., Constititional Counvention would
react to curreat situations. They made
known their full views on almost every
guestion involving the issues of power.
Their field of expertise was the inter-
action of politics and history. It is doubt-
ful whether, before or since, any group
of men articufated more thoroughly the
lessons of historical experience, espe-
cially as they pertain to the abuses of au-’
thority. The Ieaders of the Philadelphia.
Convention wers conscious of the pro-
pensity of nations to subvert or under-
mine oune another. They realized that’
competition &noag nations can become
as irrational gs it is predatory, and that
men in goverzment zil too readily set

aside moral codes in order to serve a

mational advantage.

One need zot speculate, therefore, on
the attitude of the American founders
toward the National Security Act of
1947 creating an agency to deal in
undercover zctivities—an agency that
eventually was to fight and finance wars
without autheriznticn by Congress, and
that was to esgage in political assassina-
tion. The maiz point the founders would
have made here is that leaders of any
government wouid have to be naive in-
deed to believe they could engage in

such cutrages: without precipitating re- '

taliatory action.
Let us wippose that the American

t, Approved For Reldyse 200710

people in 1947 had some way of know-

ing ali the things that would happen -

as the result of the establishment of the
CIA. Suppose they knew in advance
that the CIA, operating abroad with
billions of dollars, would be charged
ultimately with indirect involvement in
the assassination of an American Presi-
dent; or that it would figure prominently
in undeclared wars in Vietnam, Laos,
and Cambodia with a toll of 55,000
Amcrican lives and 30 times as many
Indo-Chinese lives; or that it would spy
on Americans and violate their constitu-
tional rights.-Obviously, if the American
people in 1947 knew all this might hap-
pen, they would have split the sky with
their wrath.

The American Founding - Fathers
would not have been surprised at the
train of events that followed the creation
of the CIA. They would have thought
it childish of U.S. government leaders
not to expect such an agency would be-
come a secret police or that its activi-
ties could be kept at a distance. As for
the argement that our secret agents were
justified in trying to assassinate Castro
because he was a dictator, the Founding
Fathers would have pointed out that this
line of thought and action terds to‘lcad

>

- They would have been appalled at the
original secret decision of the United
"States to block the first nationwide free
election in Vietnam, as required urder
the Geneva Treaty of 1954, because the
results might not be to our liking. And

" they would have been amazed that the
_ American leaders who made this deci-

sion should have broken so drastically
with their own early history and with
the ideas that went into the founding of
their own country.

As for the argument that because the
Soviet Union engages in venal under-
takings we have no choice excapt to
employ the same methods, the Ameri-
can founders would have pointed out
what would have seemed to them to be
painfully obvious: imitation of the
enemy is the casiest way to make him
‘the victor. They would have said, against
the background of their own wide study
of history, that the requirements of a
free society are absolute and do not
lend. themselves to convenient manip-
ulation or trimming—even in the name
of national advantage or national
security.

After 200 years of independence, the
time has come not for super-celebrations
and spectacular fireworks but for a re-
fresher course in what this government
was designed to be, and what mus: be
done to preserve it, N.C.

to dictatorship at home.
LONDON TIMES
26 September 1975

Lisbon Socialist
leader denies
getting CIA aid

Paris. Sept 25.—DMr Mario
Snares, the Portuguese Socialist
leader, today denied a press
repert that his party had been
leceumz millions of dollars in
aid from the American Central
Inteiligence Agency (CIA).

In an interview with the
Freach  siate-run  television
systemt, Dr Soares, now visiting
Pmm called such cuggesuons

« jourpalistic speculation”

He was asked to comment oa
a repart in The New York Times
todar saying that the CIA was
sending -millions of dollars to
the Portuguese Socialist Party
through West European social-
st parties and trade unions.
“We have never received aid
of that sort, even less so from
the United Srates. That is
quite clear,” he said.

“IWe have no solidarity links
with any party in the Lmted
States that would place us in
such a position. It is journa-
listic specuiation.”

The New York Times report
said the Soviet Union was pour-
ing similar amounts of moaney

- into Portugal iu support of the
- Communist Party. D Soares
merelr noted that Fertuguese
Conumunist leaders had always

dented receiving money from,

Maoscow,

In Brussels, a spol\oﬁman for
the Beigium Sacialia Parry said
the party  had received no

nmouey tmm the CiA Tor pass |
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ST. LOUIS PCST-DISPATCE
28 September 1975

CiA ﬁnd Poﬂugai

"Apparently because Russia is supposed to
have been sending $10,000,000 a month to the
Portuguese Communists, the Central Intelli-
gence Agency is said by Administration
officials to have been funneling an equal
amount to-the Portuguese Socialist Party
through foreign Socialist parties.

Americans may wonder why the Ford
Administration feels it is necessary to copy the
Kremlin so baldly, how this use of the CIA fits
Fresident Ford’s complaint that the agency
was not able to act in Portugal because
congressional investigations had weakened it,
and why a conservative Administration hardly
Kknown to have supported Socialists anywhere
choseto do so in Portugal. At least the answer
to the last question is that Portugal’s Socialists
as the largest party offer the best hope of
blocking Communist infiitration of the military
government.

But these questions are less important than
whether the CIA’s assistance may not be self-
defeating. That agency has become known
world-wide for helping right-wing regimes. Its
aid has to be totally embarrassing to the
Portuguese Socialists whose leader, Mario
Soares, immediately denied receiving it. West
European governments, many of them Social-
ist, are said to be giving even more funds to
the Portuguese Sociaiists. They can do so

‘without raising suspicions of antidemocratic

intervention, and they should have heen leit
iione wyith th
38350006-0
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-INew Doubts Raised Over the Warren Report
~of Reference to a Purported Scviet Defector -

Agear T
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' By JCHN M. CREWDSON
*" 7 Special to The New York Times .
v WASHINGTON, Oct. 9—Key
United States- intelligence’ offi-
‘cials have long. had doubts
wbout the reliability of a pur-
ported Soviet defector whose
statements apparently influ-
-enced the Warren Commission’s
cconclusion that there had been
-no foreign involvement in Pres-
ident Kennedy’s assassination,
according to intelligence soures.
...-But neither the name of the
‘defector, Lieut. Col. Yuri Ivan-
-ovich Nosenko, -nor the suspi-

cions- of some oificials about|

the legitimacy of his motives
appear in the commission’s fi-
;mal report or in any of the vol-
umes of testimony and exhibits
~that accompanied it,. according
-to Senate investigators who are
‘we-examining the commission’s
inquiry. s !
- An internal working -memor-
~andum of the commission, now
“in the hands of the Senate Se-
“lect Committee on Intelligence,
‘recounts in detail Mr. Nosen-
“ko's assurances that the K.G.B,,
-the Soviet intelligence service,
‘never tried to recruit Lee Har-
‘vey Oswald, Mr, Kennedy's as-
sassin, during Oswald’s res-
fdence in the Soviet Union.
. - Doubts about the Warren
~Commission’s . conclusion that
“Oswald acted alone have existed
_in some minds almost from the
.moment that the panel released
“its final report in September,
71964. But as internal commis-
‘sion documents like the work-
ing memorandum have become
declassified in reecnt months,
‘new questions have been raised.
in. the Senate and- elsewhere
about the thoroughness o fits
investigation,

:.-One of these questions, typi-
fied by the Nosenko matter, is-
the dual concern of whether’
‘the commission was fully in<
formed by other Federal agen-
‘cies of all of the relevant de-
tails surrounding the Kennedy
‘assassination, and of how it
weighed the information:it did
.réceive in reaching its- con-
clusion. ¢ EEREREE

1+;%The staterhents of Nosenko,”
-according to: the memoran-
‘qum’s authors, W. David Slaw-
soen and William . T. Coleman
=I5 “4f true, would certainly
“go-a long way toward. showing
_that the Soviet Union had no

‘part in the assassination” of}

President Kennedy.
- ~Nothing in' that memoran-
“diim, however, or in the nine-

‘page interview of Mr. Nosenko}

by the Federal Bureau of Inves:
tigation on which it is based.
‘reflects the considerable doubts
‘that, the sources said, existed
in " the, American intelligence
scommunity at the, time about
the legitimacy of the.Soviet
officer’s motives for . hLaving
"come to the United States.

zTwo sources famiiiar with
‘the Warren Commission’s in-
‘vestigation said that while the
pamel, had received no formal
‘assertions of doubt ahout the

‘colonel’s legitimacy as Wffhv

‘tor, the commission staff had !
been informally cautioned “that
this man might have been sent
over to allay our susgicxdns’ﬂ_
ahout possible Soviet involve-

raent in the Kennedy assassina-;

tion. - e Lo
One source declined to say
from where such - a- cauticnarv
advice had come, but the other.
said * that he believed it had
been offered by Richard Helms,
‘the then Deputy Director of
Central Intelligence who is now
the “American “Ambassador to-

Iran, . . .

-John - A. McCone was the
Director of Central Intelligence
at-the time of the Kennedy
@ssassination, on Nov. 22, 1963,
and. he was asked last May
in an interview with CBS News
why . neither hé nor Mr. Helms
had cited Mr.  Nosenko’s asser--
tions in their formal testimony
before the Warren Commission.
~Mr. McCone replied that it
was a tradition among intel-
ligence agencies not to accept
a' defector’s statements “until’
we have proven beyond any
doubt . that the man is legiti-
mate .and the. information. is,
correct.” ; ——

He -added- that- “the bona|
fides of the man,” which “were]
not known at the time of the;
testimony,” had subsequently:
been established by the Central'
Intelligence Agency., St

One former high-ranking
American intelligence official
took exception recestly to that
assertion, saying that the offi-
cial doubts about Mr. Nosen-
ko’s motives, far from having
been resolved, had increased
as time went on. '

“No doubt about it,” a second
-former official said in a recent
interview. “Nosenke was a
phony. Nosenko was a notori-
ous deception — " he really
serewed up everything.”

This official said that his

sconclusions, which had been|
shared by the C.IA.’s counter-
intelligence section, were based
on a number of factors, includ-
ing Mr. Nosenko’s identifica-
tion of an American television
correspondent as a Soviet intel-:
ligence agent, an allegation
that was later proved to be
false. T B
-A 'third source, one familiar
with the F.B.I’s investigation
and debriefing of Mr. Nosenko
after his arrival in the United
States, recalled that “we did
have some doubts about him,
and they're probably recorded
in . the~ bureau—but we didn't
‘let it out anywhere.” S

| _At"the least, he. 'said, ‘the]
F.B.L should have told the War-
ren Commission that “this in-
formation comes from a man
‘of unknown reliability.”

Neither the C.IA. nor the
F.B.I, would comment on the
sources’ assertions. :

Other persons familiar with
the record of the Warren Com-!
mission’s " investigation of -the!
Kennedy assassination pointed
out what they said were some
L:ddities and anomalies that

sk

_ Mr. Nosenko's approach tol
representatives of the Ameri-|

can Government with a request’
‘for asylum, they said, came’
in Geneva on Feb. 4, 1964,
barely 10 weeks after Mr. Ken-
‘nedy was shot to death while
'riding in a motorcade in Dallas.

Although the colonel was
identified at the time as a
Soviet ‘“disarmament expert”
at a multinational conference
there, he told the F.B.L that
in October, 1959, when Oswald
arrived in Moscow with the
intention of becoming a Soviet
citizen; he had been in charge
of the K.G.B. department that
oversaw American tourists.

In that position, he said, he,

tails of the K.G.B.’s decision

shortly after his arrvial that
Oswald was too. emotionally
and politically unreliable to
warrant cultivation by the So-
viet intelligence service.

Mr. Nosenko said he had un-
derstood that some other agen-|
cies of the Soviet Government,:
including the Red Cross, had
then taken the disgruntled
American in hand. -Intelligence
sources pointed out, however,
that the Soviet Red Cross is
itself believed to be an arm of
the K.G.B. . :

They also questioned Mr. No-;
senko's . assertion that Soviet;
citizens with whom " Oswald’
had hunted rabbits during his
"nearly three years in the Soviet
;Union had reported that the
iman was an “extremely poor
ishot?” :

The Senate intelligence com-
mittee vecently designated two:
lof its members, Richard S

had been made privy to the de-‘ )

Schweiker, Republican of Penn~«
sylvania, and Gary Hart, Dem~
ocrat of Colorado, to look into
the growing number of ques-
tions about the circumstances
surrounding the Xennedy assas-
sination and the thoroughness,
of the Warren Commission’s in-:
vestigation. o
Senator  Schweiker  said’
through a spokesman today’
that he personally favored an
extensive investigation by he

“Iselect commite of all of the

quesions raised thus. far about
the scope of the Warren Com-
raission’s inquiry. Those ques-
tions are expected to include
the extent to which' the com-
mission was apprised of the
official doubts about Mr. No-.
senko and the consideration it
gve that information. i

~ ‘Meanwhile, two interviews
with Oswald by the F.BIL in
the summer of 1962, shortly
aftét he returned from the So-
viet Union, were reported to-
day. | .

_In each instance, according
to the interview reports, Os-
wald agreed to the agents’ re-
quest that, if he were to bs
sought out by Soviet inteli.
gence operatives:in this coun-
try' for any reason, he would
report the contact to the F.B.L
Although the F.BIL inter.
views with Oswald were pro-
vided by the bureau to the
Warren Commission staff, the
commission concluded in its re-~
port that “Oswald was not .an
informant or agent of the

‘F.BI”. and that “no attempt

iwas made” by it “to recrui

him in any capacity” . .

ST. LOUIS P)ST-DISPATCH
a2 Sgpte_rr:oer 1975

" Septer
Premaiure

' President Ford is being premature if, as he
reportedly told the Chicago Sun-Times, he is
planning to send Congress soon a package of
- recommendations for reorganizing the Central
Intelligence Agency. All that the President has
‘now as a major basis for legislative recom-
mendations on the CIA is the report of his own
_ Rockefeller_'Commission- But that commission,
by its mandate and by its own admission,’
-covered only part of the ground in its inguiry.
-And- two congressional investigating commit-
tees are still at work trying to-find out what
" reforms in the intelligence community are

needed.

"7 1f President Ford should send proposals on
the CIA to Congress soon, it would not be in a

_position to act in an informed manner. The
lawmakers should have their own committee

‘reports in hand before undertaking new

- legislation on the CIA. Any recommendations
-from the President now could only be viewed

o

-

as an attempt to undercut or take the sting out

. of congressional recommendations.
DP77-00432R000100380006-0




*"Approved For Release 2001/08/‘08 : CIA-‘RDL?.77;004I‘32R0>(.)(.)100380006;0 s

w,m% 1975 ‘

I3 ﬁ? C

- Tower

By Lance Gay

Washingtes Star Seaff Writer

¥ 2 historian works for the CIA, to

wiom does he owe primary alle-
{ giance: to Clio — the Muse of history
| —or to William Colby? ,

& ‘rather arcane debate og the
ion is now sweeping offices of
Americarn Historical Association.
The issue raised by some histerians
¢ &as reverberated .through the irory
f towers of American higher education
{2« Bistorians and others debate the
isue of the ethics of working for-
i government in the 1970s.

The debate comes in the wake of”
e post-World War II disclosures-
= of the recent revelations of CIA
i mvolvement in domestic activities .
- which have inspired some intelfectu-
2% to argue that it would be 2 be-
trayal of professional ethics forintel-
Zectuals te work for the government

Ethese days and these times.

]

Take Prof. Ronald Radosh, associ-
ate professor cof history at.
Qoeensbere Community College in
Liew York City, for example, i

RADOSH DRAWS a philoscphical-
znalogy between Americans working
for the CiA today and Germans who.
surked for the Schutzstaffel under
Hitler's regime.

“Scholars worked for the SS in
Forld War Il and raticnalized their
work as bzing done in a separate bu-
Teaw, divorced from what the SS was
<eing. Of course, we know better
tian that now,” he argues.

“4&s a historian, I have o make a
€istinction between a historias as a
Hsterian and a historian as a
itizen. . . . I think it's dangerédus for
& historian to work for government.”

Different people see things
Birough Cifferenteyes, of course, and
@& spokeseean for the CIA, whe plead-
= anonyenity from his offices in the
Seadquarters at Langley, said the
Bsue comes down to whether a histo-
TEn is a eitizen or rot. “The basic
=awer is that all of them are Ameri-
#ans. . . . Americans must be willing
Exassist their government.”

The debate within the AHA was
s2ucied after Jobn F, Devlin, deputy
wrector of political research fer the
€IA, appaared at the AHA cenven-
sioa in Chicago last December 0 re-
cruit historiang for the agency. The
€15 has recruited historians through
“CEerisements in  the past, but
Before the Chicage cnaventies as-.
wmed a ratier low-key postuge,

{ towever, Deviin appeared  in
é’hzvr,zi_m wslm 2 badze on his fupel
wentifving himself as being from the
€A the week after the fi?st revela-

e

tions of CIA domestic spying activity
appeared in newspapers. Some of the

historians who spotted the badge .

thought it was a joke, but Devlin, a
soft-spoken, 1
with a trim white beard, who himse!lf
is an expert in Colonial history,
proved to be the real article at the
leb conference for historians.

DEVLIN TOLD the historians he
was looking for applicants to work in
fields in modern Middle Eastern and
Western European history and insist-

ed at the meeting that the work done§

-by historians hired by the CIA would{!

be proper, scholarly -and ‘“‘distinct

from the covert action one associatess

with the agency,” according to Ra- i
dosh, : ]

Devlin, who ceuld not te reached
at his office at Langley after repeat ]
ed calls, did not dispute. Radosh whers,
:given the opportunity to reply to his.

article in a recent issue of the AHAF

Newsletter.

The only elements Devlin dispdtédﬁ;
about the meeting was Radosh's deq

scription of a confrontation that

erupted on the floorsof the Conra

Hilton conference room to- '
wards the close: of the
meeting. When Radosh got
to his feet to argue that the
AHA should be ashamed of
offering’ its facilities to a
CIA recruitment officer, “a
fellow historian ran dewn-
the aisle brandishing an
umbrella whose pointed end
he thrust at my face. As I
ducked, I thought to myself
that perhaps this young
man understood the proper
relationship between the
CIA’s theory and practice,
and that he had passed the
first part of his job inter-
view.”’

Devlin devoted the sec-
ond paragraph of a two-
paragraph reply to answer
this point, arguing that the
umbrella incident “was
somewhat leéss dramatic
than Mr. Radosh described.
I started forward to re-
strain ‘the person with the
umbrella,- but he returned
1o his seat before I could
reach him. And to my
knowledge, he did not apply
for a job.”

However, some histo-
rians did apply and the
AHA Council is now finding
itself in the middle of a
heated debate over the
Ellhics and working for the
1AL

PROF. NATALIE
DAVIS, a historian at the
University of California,
Berkeléy, who speciaiizes in

- mild-mannered man

could serve a like

Has a Cyclone Fenc:

ry, said she expects the
council to tackle tt
problem of the ethics of
historians sometime later
this year and come up with
some sort of policy on the
issue in the form of a
historian’s bill of rights and
responsibilities.

In am article that appear-
-ed first in the magazine The
-Nation and was reprinted in
‘the AHA Newsletter this
summer, Radosh - argued
that any of the assembled
historians who gained a job

with the CIA through the
convention, “would then
become, in essence,
schelar-spies, The research
they undertook would be.
dictated and defiaed by the
agency and put to such use
as the CIA saw fit. Such re-
search is meant to serve the
goals of covert action.”
"The professor of modern
‘American history had
argued on the floor that any
2cademic studies the histo-
rian might pursue would be

used as legwork ““for the.

policies to be put into action
by the operational branch.
A study of the Chilean
legislature in 1969, for
example, might well have

allowed the agency to
“determine which legisiators
to bribe to vote against Al-
:leride in the 1970 elections —
‘a-job for which the CIA
.doled out $350,000. Similar
.acquaintance with the poli-
‘tics of Italian communism
task
'should a covert program be
put ino practice if Italy
shifts left.” .

Radosh extends his argu-
ments beyond the CIA to
Ahisterians” working for any
intelligence-connected
branch of the governmient,

‘such as the State Depart-

ment.. He recalled that
historian Arthur Schiesin-
ger Jr. once said of his role

. in the Kennedy administra-

tion during the Bay of Pigs,

*“I would be willing to lie for

éhe government, if needs
e.”

“THAT'S WHAT HAP-
PENS to the professionai in
government,’”” Radosh
argues. ‘I would not accept
any position in a govern-
ment program. ... The
role of an intellectual is to
be in opposition to the £OV-
ernment. [ suppose that if
there were a government in
office that was following
pesitive policy, I would
agree that intellectuails

preindustrial French histo- stould work for. i it’s
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ernment that will - pursue
that kind of pelicy.” - .

. Furthermore,; he argues,
he does not agree with the
concept that inteilecutals
are needed in government
to keep poixtxcal _policies
straight. “The scientific
community claimed that it
joined the war effort to
- werk from within to make.
war more humane and to
prevent militaristic ele-
ments from having their
way. So they made The
Bomb. 1 could never see

that logic, I dan’t think it's
true.” .
For what purpose the CIA

- .wants historians it isn't di-

rectly saying. A spokesman’
denied the agency wanted
them to write an official
history of the agency but
said the historians are
prized for their “analytical” :
abilities and training in re-.
search.

The CIA has recmxted in
several other fields and has
even thrown anthropolo-
gists into a turmoil after an
article in The New York
Review of Books recently
disclosed that anthropolagi-
cal research into tribes in
Southeast Asia was used by
the Pentagen and the CIA
as a part of a plan of coun-
terinsurgency in the Viet-
nam War. ’

SIMILAR DISPUTES
have been touched off in the_
geographical fraternity
over the CIA use of geogra-
phers and cartographers
andwithin the English com-
munity over hiring of lin-
guistic experts. Other
disputes have arisen from
the CIA’s Domestic Collec-
tion Department, which
emerges from behind the
cyclone fences at Langley
to ask various professionals
to share their observations
and information with the
agency voluniarily.

“These people are free to
voice thesr objections, but 1
look at it as Americans
who, as citizens, should be
willing to share their
knowledge,” said the CIA
spokesman.

“Where wezid we-be if,
as a matter of principle, the
CIA was demed the use of
schelars.” he added, noting
that the CIA is reputed to
have representatives of so
many diverse fields on us
payroll that the agency is
veritable  miri- Lmverc.ty

**Scholars have contributed

to make this 2 more effec-
tive agency imevery field.”
Davis said she does not
favor excluding historians
from govermment agencies
or any fields. “But in no
case should gistorians com-
premise their standards of
truthfulness and in no case
should they compromise
their professinal standards
or use lheir profppvaxed

- &

Status for covert spying,”
she said.

“We can’t ignore every-
thmp that is-outside our iit-

tle classroom or our little
society, but

serve government blindly
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invtes to kill. It causes an agonizingly
painful death by asphyxiation. Spies on
both sides in World . War. 11 used it-on
themselv&s as a last resort.-

“‘Agents didn’t want to fdce {bm L\mo .

of late * Director William Colby of the
Central Intelligence Agency said when a

Senale commiitee asked him why the..

search for a substitute-for the- cyamde
L-pill was started in 1932.- .
-Bluntly. American intelligence opera-
tives wanted to die as quickly and -pain-
lessly a5 possivle if it became necessary
in the batile they wage in the back al-
leys of the world. Tbev did not wish to

lie suffering and gasping for breath m a

cruel paroxysm of death
DMPLICIT'IN THE words Colby spoke

ed on I\orth Vletnamese military - traiﬁc:
through.. Laos.- Capture - as.a.: civilian~
wou]d ‘have meant c«.rtam tor..ure and-
death for him. . -

We know of ofliers_ \sho enc’ .simi-
ler ordeals, in the mounta.ns of northern,
Thailend, ~mon;mnr-f Communist’ rebel -
movements in the days when Scutheast
nt:a 1r\elhgence was an‘AmerJ»an pri-

And there i€ yet - ano(her we Lnow £
who is. buried ‘behind the facade. of*a
successful - exporter  in .a mamr Far.
Eastern city . that serves es.a crossroads”

oof cuplcm*auc economc, anr‘ ﬂﬂxb‘“'_,'

information. =

so calmly Jast.month.was the harsh re- |

elity of- ‘he kind of decision that some-
times faces frontline CIA agents and the

- people they hire in foreign lands.

"Nobedy claims their work is- cleén o

‘ honorable in execution, Colby and others-.
admit that though it is vitzl to-the secu-

xity of the nation, it is oiten dirty. :

And if one examines whal Colby said,
it becomes clear that it ¢oes not matter
whether one.prefers suicide ever torture
and eventual death by other means.

What does count is that in this world
of diminished values there-remains -a
smell band of hwmnan beings so-dedicat~
ed to.a duty oi*-en:ideal that they wiil
accept death al their own hands rather”
than d,\ulbe informatiun d'zmadmg 1o
their nation, that to such people death
over dishonor retains a special meaning:

And what matters-further-is that there
really does,exist in ‘the backwaters of
the gIobe-a c]e.ndeatme waifare in which
men and-women of many nations” are’
pitted 2gainst ene another with death as
the ultimate mechanism of €scape from
the conseguences of being captured by
an enemy b°nt on eﬁrammg m{orma-
Hon. :

Jn short, tl)’rp exist péople vnth‘ a

special kind of guts that few of vs will
ever have ta call on, much less compre-
hend. And the CIA feels that such opera-
tives should have a more comfortable
oplion in {aking their own lives.

That's pretty hdrCh But so is the busi-
ness of intellirence gathering in the far
corners of a divided world.

Neotleng ago we heard of a CIA agent
in hig late ¢ 0~ with a family back home -
and & devou. love of country, who spenf -

. months hmmg in a jungle cave overlook-

ing tne Ho Chi Minh '1‘|_axl as he report-

Davis,

we shouldn't

who has
closely followmg the debate .
in the historical

said she feels it wouid com-
promise a historian’s
to werk for an agency that
concealed Fm work and did

4‘3‘2R990’¢UO380006-0
e community.

Each has .aced ‘his"own’ n-—wata he.!

. Each should at-least be afforded 2 _pain-*

less meéthod of 'dymg if’ that “ever' be-v
comes nécessary in an-assigniment.- -

Colby’s attérnpt' at Jutufw g the hush®
hush CIA toxic research procrwl of 1952-
came under - Senafe ‘goestioning. - about-
small quantities of  shelifish™ toxin -and
cobra venony keot in a CIA storehouse
in defiancé "ot a presxdemzal order to
Jestroy.tha stafi. Neither he nor former
ClA chiet ‘Rmﬁard Helms r~oug t to ex-

fact ;

imn intended as a justi~

fication of the excesses, bad judgments, -
and domestic - uolauors' of law commit-
ted by the.agency. = ik
But like so- many o‘her thnﬂs the-CIA
grew like Topsy- aiter. iis. 1¢47--birth.
With little’ congrvcsxmal supervvsmn" Lt
a succession of Presidents - who “looxed
the other way, the CIA ‘conducted -ifs-
_operations th.row‘x Cold War and actual

v—l:)‘.t Wz

war, 5py <canda‘s, atomic secref ‘mefts
"~ and an, epidemicof ¢ssassmaums by

foreign op°ratm.< that
the world to this’ uay

IF ANYONE WAS renuss. it was Cun-
gress itself..Jt gave.the CIA ‘virtualiy.
unfimited funds. .1t kissed off ils consti-
tutional duty of oversight. 1t, like the
men in the White ‘House, took a2 duck

p;rolst) amwd

- rather than know the grisly detells- of

what was going on in the unending bat—
tie {ox intelligence information.

- Now the CIA is getting raked over the
coals for getting out "of hand. We believe
most of those charged with the -duty of
supervision on Capitol Hill will seek to
refashion the agency in conformity with
democratic ideals rather {han destroy it.

But we hope they will keep.in mind
tne cruel reality of some of the. tasks
accepted by the CIA’s personnel — and
also recognize that some of those” ta<ls
are nece%ary to our nauonax survival,

.- ..--.'.w 5

been
suc:cty,

ethics
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Written In Bl @aﬁ

Richard Helms, former CIA Dn’ector now Ambassador
Irap, leads a charmed life. He enjoys the best possible
protection 2gainst the .misadveatores that can ushorse
even the luckiest and most highly placed personnel in the
burezucratic jungles of Washington. He knows too much.
He cannot therefore be made to-walk the plank or sip
shellfsh toxin or the quietus developed from cobra venon, -
On khis several recent’ appearances before Congressional
committees it has been difficult to accept his testimony’
at fzce value, but his most recent perfofmance, before the
" Senate Sclect Committee on Intelligence; can be descnbed :
zme as inventive kidding or leg pullmg i
: A Presidential orderswés issued on November 25 1969
that stockpiles of deadly poisons bé destroyed. 'I‘he pur—‘

Yackmar in the New York Da.ly Mews, “that a GS-15;
‘government employee -out;at-Fort Detrick, Md., tock it}
ppon himself to save that-deadly shellfish toxin from|

- destruction, in direct contravention of the orders of tLei
"President of‘the: United-States? Doses anybody really be-
Heve that, in a-matter .of suck importance, then-CIA chief’
Helms merely gave an oral, noi a written, order to destroy
these poisonous-materials?” If so,-the nation is in more’
serious trouble .than it yet realizes, for the facts would

- show the existence of a dangerous degree of insubordina-
tion among CIA employees. Helms had kind words, in tele-.
vision interviews, for Gordon who, in his view, had sunply
yxelded “on the impulse of the greater good.” The sugges-'
tion, in this context, is so incredible 2s to be impudent.

" But Helms will make it stick. Nothing will happen to him.

- However, William Colby, his successor, is probably in

too much.

pose was to show compliance with a solemn treaty ocutlaw-
ing biological agents—perhaps the first genuine- disarma-

‘trouble; he has already talked
“This latest insight into the

workmgs of the- mtelugence

bureaucracy ‘underscores an issue of major importance:
. bow.can a Congressional commitiee find out for certain
exactly what the CIA has done and then fix responsibility
for the deed? How can a secret agency be made account-
able? As Sen. Walter Mondale commented: *“The situation
always is something happened and nobody did it.” The
Jack of accountability can have serious consequences. In
this instance, the government has-narrowly escaped being
branded a treaty violator, thanks ‘to soine inventive testi-
mony, but the other ‘parties to the treaty will no doubt
harbor continuing doubts about iour good faith in such
matters. A few elements in the Congress now recogpize the
importance of recapturmg powers which were ‘allowed to
gravitate to the milifary and intelligence establishment
_during the cold-war period. House-and Senate are moving
“to curb peacetime emergency powers and to check the use
of “executive agreements” as a way to circumvent the need
for disclosure that formal treaty ratification would require.
But Congress has a long way to go before it manages to
recapture powers which it has, over the years, necligeutly
allowed to be pre-empted by various agencies of the mili-
tary-intelligence, nanonal-secunty apparatus.

ment treaty. President Nixon clarified his order on Feb-
ruary 14, 1970, by removing any doubt that it wes in-
tended to cover all’ deadly toxins, whether biological or
chemical.  Helms had‘no doubt, or so he'says, that the
stocks of such substances held or controlled by the CIA
fell within the orderiand should be destroyed, and he
issued an “oral” order'to this effect. It was delivered to his
deputy for covert operations, Thomas Karamessines, who
passed it along, orally+of course, to Dr. Sidney Gottlieb,
then head of the CIA’ Technical Services Division, who
orally transmitted it to Dr. Nathan Gordon, who appar—
ently decided on his own to store the. forbidden poisons’in ;
a vault without telling his superiors—who, if they had .
known, might have- passed word back -up the chain of
command to the Commander in Chief.- This testimony. is ;
not only preposterous;. it is artless-and inherently. unbe-|
lievable. Helms .assured the committee that CIA em—l'
ployees were trained.to accept oral commands as “orders

written in blood”.and that he therefore spurned the noticn

of ink and paper. Nor did it otéur to him or to his deputy!

.or to the next man in-the chain:of command to verify that'
a Presidential order:of this.importance had in fact been’

carried out. “Does..anybodj really . believe,” asks Frank, -

THE NEW YORK DAILY NEAS.
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Washington; Oct. 5 (UPI)——CIA Dn-ecto" Wﬂham Colby, dlspmmg congx‘esewnal

critics, said today that the American people ¢could -rest assuved that the na’clon 8 mLelh-
gence system ‘would alert the govexnmcnt to :my potentvvl attack.,” * 717 o

f;}.\
E ;

‘*wa

to. dccide n'hcthcr thcré should
be criminal prosccution of - any

. Colby appcared on TV’ “Face
the Nation™ - program as- Sen.
Frank Church ' (D-Idaho,. chair-
man of the.Senate Intelligence|.
Committee, was- mtcwncwed ‘on
“issucs-- and answers. - Church
said some CIA activities” unedvs
ered’ by -his panel had{
"clcarlyxllegal.._, e

swuld not know if an nttac:c “as
about to be launched aga inst its

- Pike .said latér that 'he
thought 1t was "a shame’ that |8
Colby - ha d “to go all the way
bacl\ to 1962 to find a sitvation

:}in which we_ were correct.” He

asked . where - Lmerican . intelli=

~. | gence had been before the North

ral Intclligence’ﬂ Agency ¢ has
gone wrong at times, but added:
1 think we have the best intelli-
gence: in ithe - world, “and - the
Aimerican people can be assured
that-we_can (alert our govern-

ment of potenhal attack or other.

‘kmds of problems that we face.”-

7 Lest week, Rep. Otis Pike:(D-
N.Y... predxcted that the inatic

Korean attack on the U.S. Navy
ship' Pueblo, the 1968 Tet offen-
sive m Vietnant wher - leaders
were - “jnst. plain -~ shecked”.
lack * of
Yom XKippur’ war :md th 1914
Cvpms caup, -

Colby . said the CIA -did-“niot

. “run a crystal ball,” but.worked

in . probabilities.t: "Thc .casxest

thing a[ter_any_ pr_l_sx._s

b}' -
information, thé . 1973 |~

,Dcpartment had requested | and

' be up. to.the Justice. Dcpartmcnt

CIA officials or others {n con-

tnat smglc rcport ptcdlchng 1t'ncctxm with the inguiry.

would happen,” Colby said. &
Hc did not respond direétly to
:éstions about hig . future™ as
CIA. dircctor, but suggested that.
the fact that he. still held.ithe
post could be vicwed as'a, meas-
ure ‘of’ success in dealing =
opposing factions, who ®
want -to -maintain total- sectecy.
or to ‘make moré: mform.atlon
pubhc aboat the ngency s‘ ctivi-

Jushcc Is Informcc_.
“Church, said that the Justice

received access to all findings of
his intelligence pancl. :
He emphasized- that -

.+ But wheh asked if he feit that
'there had been iliegal acts that
might warrant eriminal prosecu-
tion, he replied: “Yes, indeed.”
“Opemng the mail is. clearly
ﬂlcgﬂ the _senator said; refer-
ring to the CIAs admitted inter-
-ception and inspection of letters
to - and fron top govermnen..
offxcmls i

1 He - S'\l' Jit was. que,.m*:\m@
whether ™ plots _ or attempis
against the lives of foreign lead-
ers .had been a violation of
federal law, and that one of his
ccmmittee’s - main recommenda-

.1 tions  would be for lcgislation to

define’ clczu-]y such actn*xty as a
crmnnal act. *+*.

-1
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SPECIAL REPORTS

HOq aen -

DIDCIAKILL
EUMUM BA?

e

e

yTTor

by Peter Enahoro

- A decision to dispose of Lumumba nesd not necessarily have come from the
White House. In 1861, liquidation of foreign leaders judged inimical to US
- interests was considerad a legitimate assignment for the CIA. R

There have been surprsingly few
comments in the Black African press
about the allegations, now

Cemmittee, Pmplicating the American
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) in
plots to assassinate foreign leaders.
Among the leaders named is Patrce

Lrmumbsa, first Prime Minister of Zaire,

whowas murdered in 1961.

Fourteen years ago reaction to the ' !

charge would have been different, for
Iomumbz was the first indigenously
accfzimed continent-wide political
gyt -in,  Africa.«¥et~when+he first
tezan. 20 cemerzer wpcn ithespdlitical
sceae (of - the Belgian Congo' (which
becarme  Zaire) he-iwas not the fiery
brand that Afrjica was later to know and
resere. His baok, Congo, My Country,
witten in 1957 and published in
Ecgish by Praeger in 1962, is revealing.

Eumumba, 2 Stanleyville {now
Kiangeni) postal clerk; wrote that his
purpose was “to collaborate with the

Belgians whose task it i$ to civilise and

ircasidalise the Congo.” He expressed
prztitade for the “civilising mission” of
the Belsiang who had saved the Congo
frem “blood thirsty Arabs?. He was
even prepared, in 1957, to accept that
unwersal suffiage should await universal
!R:mrcy, a cendition which he saw as
very distant.” However, this- early
petitical blueprint urgad the Belgians to
“?{oid psychological and political errors
wich nizy make Jomo Kenyaitas —
leafers of revolt — out of Congolese
vnFersity students.” The Belgians did
nod exercise the counselled political
feresisht and Lurnumba himself became
alezézr of revolt.

The dramatic change came in 1958,

at e All African People’s Conference
2 Acera: Lumiumba met Nkaumah and
was complelely "bowled over. On his
r22xen keme he cailed for independence.
xiﬂmumbn’s Congolese National
Mesement was tie nearest to a national
‘;mty. it called far a non-fedenl state
!v:izh execuiive powers in the hands of
{ zn'c!e.ctgfi President. Cpposing him was
i]@x::pxl Rasavubu’s Abako party which
} gt 2 federa! constitution. The

F’a&:xkn's influenice was limited to the

et tegion of the country and

Ir' ot . ey i
| Hasavubu hoped to preserve his political |

Vesve under a federal paiitical system.

- 3

being
igwesiizated by a United States Senate

ablaze was Moise Tshombe who laid a
disputable claim to control of the
mineral-rich south-eastem province,
Katanga. Tshombe’s Confederation des
Associdgtions du Kziznga
advocated a confederation of the Congo.
At the time of indzpendance there were
65 rival political parties in the Congo.

Lumumba became Prime Minister at
the head of a cozlition government.
Soon after indepsndzrce on June 30,
1960, Congo’s undisciplined ammy, the
Force Publique, mutinied. The Belgians
who bore the brunt of the rebellion
flew in paratroopess. On July 11,
Katanga annournced its secession and
one of the bittersst and most terrible
chapters in history of
postindependence Africa began to be
written.

Lumumba appealzd to the USA and
then to the UN to help him crush
Tshombs’s secession znd restore order,
but the powerful international forces
ranged against him were already at
work. In the subsaquent accounts
immediately followinz the end of the
first phase of ths Conzn’s long strife,
the Belgan subsidiary, Union Miniere,
came to carry the blamg;for all the
conspiracies against Lumuznba. Union
Miniere produced 8 per cent of the
world’s copper, 60 per cent of its
cobalt. It also producad zine, silver, etc.
But Union Miniere was a subsidiary of
the Brussels-based conglomerate,
Société Generale, which had psrtners
such as the British-dominated
Tanganyika . Concessions Ltd., for
example, with 142 per cent shares in
Union Miniere. And gven the complex
nature of international finance there
was no telling where other sient
pariners were scattered.

Frustrated by the poor response to
his appeals for help, Lumumba
threatened to .invite Soviet armed
interverition. There were
arguments at the Uniled Nations where
the threat had put their backs up.
Lumumba was threatening to introduce
the raging storms of the Cold War into
Africal ’

. The Prime Minister made one
last-ditch diplomatic.effort to patch up

ine

e split in his country. He flew to New

York via Accra, and London, En rouie,
he retracted his threat 1o invite anmned

(Conakat) !

- 1adio broadeast,

fierce

Belgians as “our frends.” On two
poinis, however, he would rot
compromise: Katanga must epd its
secession und the Belgians rust
withdraw their paratroopers from
Corgo. He repeatedly denied that he
was 2 Communist. Denials of this kind
were necessary for world leaders who
wanted to sizy friends with the US,
fourteen yeurs 2go. :
The international atmosphere was
rothing lik2 it is today. There wss no
detente. There was no Helsinki Charier.
With several African colonies rapidly
-z¢hieving independence the US and the
West were determined that Russia
~should not gain a permanent footheld in -
the continent. The Congo’s geographical
‘lovation placed it at the heart of Afsica
‘znd under no circumstances would the
.Soviet Union be permitted to obtain a
Hriendly basc in the country from wkhich
it could then “‘forment tirouble znd
spread its evil propaganda throughout
“the continent.” Basides, the uvranivm for
Amerca’s first atom bdmb had come
frosn Katanga’s Shinkclobwe mines. It
-wis too rch a plymn to be risked to
Soviet influence, ¥ not to meniicn
contral, threugh a friendly Lumumba.
Lumumba retumed home on August |
2 1960. On Septeryber 5, Kasavobu |
dismissed him as Prime Minister.
 Lumumba, thed President said in his
st, had “plunged the
;mation into fratricidal warfare”. There
‘was now more than just Tshombe’s
“secession. In Kasgi, Albert Kalonji was
claiming independence; and in Equator
_province, home of most of the Force

" 'Publique, Yan Bolinkago called himself

- President.

One and a half hours 2fter Kasavubu
sacked Lumumba, the Prime Minister
went on  the air to declare the
“Kasavubu is no longer Chief of State.”
But on September 7, a session of the
Nationzl Assembly declared both
dismissals  void. There were other !
manocuvres to follow, but in the end it !
was Kasavubu, not Lumumba, who won i
the day. Lumumba was armrested :md;
kept in custody in a military prison in i
Thysville. In New York the UN voted to i
sit Kasavubu’s delegation.” Lumumba’s
fate wos sealed. i

On January 17,1961, under the eyes:
of UN troops who were ordzred not to

was talien out of

{ But the man who r&%ﬁb‘)@d‘]‘ﬂ' héf’evécste be1fﬁ'z?/oé‘""t:|AEF$B¥5747-6&32@%@%‘@‘@5,&%—1&\ hands tied behind
- 10 : - ' 2
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. with a rope, and as the Prime Minister .
¢f e Congo was repeatedly beaten, he
w2s tzken to an aircraft and flown to-
Rdogville, in Katanga, to be’delivered
inte the hands of his bittérest foe, Moise’
Tshambz. On February 13, just undera’

morth - after -they were flown to:

K'atzngll.hlnise Tshombe’s secessionist,
Governsent announced that Lumumba,
md his two fellow prsoners — Youth

" Min'ster Mourice Mpolo and Senate
Vice-President ' Joseph Okito — were,
deac. i
“kf people accuse us of killing:
Ivmenmba, 1 will reply “Prove it,” said
God>froid Muenungo, Katanga’s Interior
Minigter. Munungo’s tale of the
gircusianees of Lumumba’s death was,

foqozbagns {0 be funny. .

» Fhe three prisoners, he said, had
tinnzHed their way ,out of their
farmbrouse prson with steel spikes,
clubbzd their guards senscless with
sticks of firewood, stolen a car -and
Beaded for the Angolan border. But the
car mm out of petrol after only 45
miles, the fugitives overturned the car
i 2 ditch and bazan to walk the rest of
the journey that would have taken them
into the npeighbouring Portuguese
colomy. S
Buf, alas, said Munungo, they ran-
into the “inhabitents of a small village™.
who “imassacred” the three men. The
action of dhe villiagers was precipitate”
but “excusible” and they would receive
the geward. of $8,000 placed on
Lomemba’s: head three days earlier
‘when the sescape was announced.
Blunuzigo could not disclose the name
of the villaze for fear of “eventual
eprisals” nor would he disclose where
the bodies were buried for fear of later
“pilgrimmages to the scene.” -

Reactions to Lumumba’s murder
vere viclent and deeply emotional

demonstrators  stormed  the Security 1
Council session discussing the Killing :
shouting ‘Assassins!” Belgian and US|
embassies were ransacked by
griefstiicken demonstrations in Accra, |
¢ Lzzos, in New Delhi, Colombo, even
jit Rome, Teheran, Melbourne, and in

gmany other caplials of the world. The
y Russizas re-named Moscow’s Friendship -
3 Univessity afier him. In the Congo itself

Kasavubue  described Lumumba as a

“sinozre patriot who got involved with

bad foreigners.” Several months later, a
UN fmvestigating committee concluded -
that Lurdumbz was shot the very next '
gright after his arrival at the Jadotville

i _ Where could the CIA have come into
jll this? America’s involyemedt in the
Congo erisis was decp. As earlier stated,
&1 the prevailing cold war atmosphere of
i fhe tZme Russian infltence in Africa was
1Being feught c}jcfg}‘: inch of the way and

{despite Lumamba s protests he was seen

thromghout the world. Black American i

las a dangerqtis fellow-traveller. But ;if

- ‘the CIA had anything to do with

. Lumumba’s death the clue to why this’
final solution was chosen may be found
in what the late UN Secrctary-General,
Dzg Hammarskjold, said of the Prime
Minister. . -Lumumba, he said,
commanded *“a position in wide sections
af the public which would make any
solution amived at  without him
unworkzble.” That recogniton could
also have been a sentence of death.

Lumuriba had refused to yicld on his
constitutional pesition. He had insistad

* that the Belgians.should withdraw their
troops and “that Katangas sccession

must end. Meanwhile, the Congo crisis
had created another intolerable
international condition. The very
existence of the UN was threatened.
Russiz had. seized on-the crisis to put
forward its demand that there should be
three Secretary-Generals of the UN —
one. representing tile Wist, on
representing the Communist bloc, and
one ta rzpresent the Thicd World. The
“troika” proposal was being pushad
while the cujrent of emotion swired
around the US’s role in the Congo crisis -
and the apparent ineffectiveness of.
-Swedish-born Dag Hammarskjéld.

The risks to the UN, to Africa, and'
to-the Congo, were too much, just
because out there in the heart of Africa
there was, this, ex:postal worker;, who
was oncg, convigied of embezzling paistal -
funds who pow commanded a position
in widesecfions, of the- public: and
without "whose consent any soluiion
arrived 2t to end the Congo crisis would
be unworkable. Lumumba’s life would
have seemed to conscientions CIA
agents a small price t0 pay to end this
international deadlock.

* At that time also it may not have
been necessary for the CIA agents to
obtain approval for their action from
the appropriate Government source-in
Washington. For one of the questions
which Senator Frank Church’s Senate
Committee seeks to answer is to what
extent the CIA acted independently of
Government. Originally established as
America’s secret service designed strictly |
to fyrther the US intelligence service
abroad, the story now is that the CIA!
became a law unto itself, so much s0;
that it even began to spy on Amecricans !
at home, including leading political !
figures. A decision to dispose of
Lumumba need not necessarily have:
come from the White House, and in"
1951, liquidation of forcign lcaders
judged inimical to US interssts was!
considered a legitimate assignment for
the CIA. :

After the murder, Moise Tshombe )
commented: “The fuss over this evil,
man will soon die down. The people!

ave no memories here. C'est fini.” But’

Tshorzbe was wrong again. Today,

11

Aourteen years after his death, the ghost |
-of Lumumba still haunts thec conscience !

of his country. Recendy, four White
students were kidnapped from an
animal study camp in Tanzania wnd.
taken into Zaire. Thz kidnappers
wanted to draw attention to {icir long
guerrilla war against President Mobutu
Sese Seko’s central Government.
Mobuto was commander of the army
when Lumumba was sent to Jadotville.

. Mobutu wrote to his newspaper in
June this yecar that the United States
had tried to have him assassinated.
There were demonstrations in Kinshasa
in support of the President and another
loyal Kinshasa newspaper gave the juicy
detail that ‘he plot was the work of CIA!
brain power. It is of course not hard to]
imagine that there was a plot to murderi

‘Mobutu. One would have thought that]

plots againct his life were fairly frequent. |

President Mobutu has been!
continuously in power since 1965. He:
fist tasted power when he briefly’
sacked both Lumumba and Kasavubu.-
Even later, after he became President,
Mobutu did a fair bit of head plucking
himself to put certain opponents:
permanently out of circulation. People!
tend to have stubbom and vengeful
memories about such things., All of

. which means that there must be quite a

+hd' ‘do not

few::-Zaiteans aro -ha d
fobutt’s safety

neccessatly- pray “for ]
when they go to be Ht. But if
Presidént Mobutu says tiat it is the CIA
which planned-to murcer him, perhaps,
he, more than any other-leader alive
today in Zaire, should kaow.

Tshombe himself went to suffer both
adulation. and humiliation. Ile became
the Congo’s Premier aftér the defeat of
Katanga’s secession. Bui®when he tred

“to lead his country’s delegation to the

OAU Summit in Cuiro in 1964 he was
put under house airest. He brought in
his favoured-¥hite mercenaries again to
put down the continued rebellions
against the central govemment, but he
was deposed and while in exile in Spain
he was sentenced to death for high
treason by a military court in Kinshasa.

There were alwzys stordes that
Tshombe was planning to return at the
rear of an invading Vhite mercenary
force. On June 30, 1967, seven years to
the day of Congo’s independence,
Tshombe'’s charter flizht was plucked
out of the skies and forced to Jund in
Algeria. There, in an undisclosed prison
hospital, he died of heart failire on
June 29, 1969, on the eve of the second
anniversary of his detention. Tshoinbe
was 49. His body lies buried at™ths
Protestznt Church of Champ-de-Mars in
Belgium, and thus hes the grave in a
forcign Jand written its own epilaph to
Moise Tshombe’s carear. .
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‘Helms Confirms Roles

By Norman Kempster

Washingtona Star Stalf Writer

A member of the Senate Intelli-
gence Committee said yesterday for-
mer CIA Director Richard Helms

“The truth is that the

" system is designed so that

it is too often impossible to
ascertain the truth,” Mon-
dale said. “The truth is that
the system is unaccept-
able." » .

Mondale also said ‘the
U.S. ambassador to a na-
tion should be given re-
sponsibility for intelligence
activites in that country. At
the present time, ambassa-
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perform tasks assigned by’
h ]e National Security Coun-
CI . .
Mondale insisted that his
plan was not intended to
‘smother the CIA, _

“In today’s world it
clearly is necessary for us
‘to collect intelligence
abroad, to analyze it care-
fuily, and to make it avail-
able to our semior policy
makers,” Mondale said.

" But he said present CIA
operations sometime cross

e line between -intelli-
fence and the creation of
oreign policy. .

confirmed during secret hearings
that the agency attermpted to murder
Cuban Premier Fidel Castro and de-
veloped a ‘‘capability” for kilfng.

“THE RESORT to
clandestine instruments of
| manipulation, coercion and
 interference in the affairs

- To make sure that the
buck can always be made to
stop somewhere, Mondale

dors often are kept in the
“dark about CIA programs.

Congo Premier Patrice Lamum
But the senator, Walter F. Mon- .
dale, D-Minn., said that attempting
to'establish the lines of responsibiiity .
for.the assassination plans was “Bke !

nailing jello'to the wall.”

suggested legislation’ to
move responsibility for
covert activities from the
CIA to the secretary of
state. .

The covert category in-
cludes both undercover

“Some might-argue that
there are certain ambassa-
dors who cam’t be trusted
with this kind of informa-
tion,” Mondale said. “Well,
my view is that maybe this
will lead to a better class of

! of other countries may have
i been essential to ocur se-
curity at one time,” ke said.
. “But over the years it has
"become increasingly mar-
_ginal. Teday we find it has

The committee conducted mare
ahar;1 three months of secret meetings
on the assassination issue. Chairman .
Frank Church, D-Idaho, has said 2 %0Fd Spying — and
report on the matter will be made c!agndes:t:ne‘ ﬁt:temp’t“smio
bublic within the next several weegs,  uidermine foreign govern-

Althaagh CIA plots against Cas.  IMents. '
1ro’s life have been well documented,

:damaged our credibility,
tarnished .our prestige ard
undermined our power in
.the world,

. “CIA support for the
‘most odious dictatorships
and ‘destabilizing’ efforts

intelligence gathering -
the usual meaning of the

ambassadors ‘and end the
practice of using our over-
s;:?s' posts for political pay-
offs. -

Mondale alse said Cone
gress should approve
specific charters for all

Mondale’s speech apparently mazk-
ed the first time a member of ffe
committee has said that Helms bad |
conflirmed the agency’s activities. In
public Helms has keatedly denizd
that the TIA ever tried to use assas-

“A NEW CABINET-levei
body, chaired by the secre-
tary of state, should sign off
on all cur ¢clandestine ac-
tivities abroad, including
intelligence and counterin-
telligence, which at present

intelligence "agencies. He
said the agencies should be
prehibited from undertak-

ing tasks not spelled out by

the -charter with criminal
penaities for violations.

Most current CIA opera-

aimed at democratic gov-
ernments have undermined
popular American support
for cur involvement in for-
eign affairs,” he said. “If
that is what is meant by
shouldering world responsi-

Sination as an instrument of foreign |
policy. .- : !

o B |
THERE HAVE been frequent re- |
ports that the CIA considered killizg |

Lamumba — who was assassinated .
apparently by other enermies -~ Lpt
Mondale’s account is the most autis-
rative. . .

In a speech prepared for delivery
at Derison University in Granvills,
Ohio, Mondale suggested that ife
secretary of state should be made -
rectly responsible for all secret intel-
ligence activites. The director of
central intelligence, he said, shoxid
be limited to the task of analyzing
information and supervising “‘techat-
cal” devices such as spy satellites.

“In the case of assassinatior, for-
mer director of the CIA, Richard
Helms, and Richard Bissel, formsr
deputy director for operation (covzzt
activity), both have claimed trat
they had ‘higher level’ authorizatisn
for the attempis on Castro, for devzi-
oping capabilities against Lamumba,
and for setting wp and runaing an
institutionalized assassination capz-
bilty within the CI4 called ‘executize
action,” ** Mondale said.

“BUT WHEN WE presssed them,
neither Helms nor Bisse! would say
that any president, or anyone repre-  |a closed session of the commit-
senting a president, ever gave |ete
specific orders to sundertake zm Testimony Cailed Useful
assassination or develop assassinz- Later, Mr. Chur
tion plans and capabilities,” he sai. | to discuss Dr. Gotilieb’s testi-

But Mondale seemed mony in detail. According to

bilities, many Americans

receive no systematic high- would rather not.*

-level review,” Mondale

NEW YORK TIMES
10 October 1975

A ’ . “other than” natiopai security’
Senate Un.lt Gets Defalzs f alone. ‘The imgplication, accord-

ing to several cbservers, was

On CIA Lliﬁ?llmba PIOf! Mr. Levi might ®heve

tions 'are justified by a
catch-all authorization to

Department of Justice was con-!

‘ducting an active investigatien:

{ tof security agency’s activities.
f . . I Mr. Church confirmed nre

WASHINGTON, Oct. 9-—A [Gottlieb's testimony would be ‘reports that President Ford hac_

former Central Intelligence |useful as the committee drew o pi0 and ssked him 1o
Agency biochemist gave the| |together its report on the agen. give Mr. Levi a chance to come
Senate Select Committee on In-| [cy’s involvement in plots and! Poeoro the committee and plead
telligence today important de- attempts to kill foreign leaders. the case for not having publiz’
tails on a plot to poison Patrice| | He said a subcommittee was sessions on tie security agency-.

Lumumba, the first Premier of| |now preparing a final d;gft; Mr. Church said he believed
the Republic of the Congo (now| |of the report and that it might he committes could conduce

Zaire). according to the com- [be delivered to the full commit-: [the bearings without compro-
miitee chairman. tee by mid-October. ' |mising the needs for secrecy
Senator Frank Church, an| oOn another matter, Mr.||set out by the Attorney Gen-
Idaho Democrat who heads the Church said that Attorney Ge-| jeral. A subcommittee of th-
committee, said he had impor-| neral Edward H. Levi asked| |Senate group is now studving
tant information on several ca- the committee not to conduct ,whether public hearings shou!d
ses, including one involving Mr. open hearings on the National| 'ba held. ) ,
Lumumba, Security Agency on grounds|
Today’s testimony came from ) ’
Dr, Sidney Gottlieb, until 1973
chief of the agency’s super-se-
cret technical services division
that produced equipment for
covetr operatiens. He testificd
for more than four hours in

Special to The New York Times

U,S., NEJS & WORLD REPORT
13 October 1975

* kK

Word leaking out of closed sessions of
the CIA investigation in Congress is
that there’s widespread low morale in
the Agency, a wave of retirements and

o authoritative intelligence sour-,
reluctant to embrace the ces, quoted in ea%}ier press’

actounts, the agency once pint-i
ted to kill Mr. Lumurnba with
& poison substance. Mr. Lu-
mamba later died in a coup.

theory — popular armong
some liberal Democrats —
that the plots, hatehed dur-
ing the Kennedy adminis-
tration, were witheut White
House approval.

. £
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hard going in getting recruits with

specialized skills.
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C.I. A. Assassmatzon Unit Descrzbedf

WASHINGTON, Oct. 3 (AP)
— The Central Intelligence
Agency established an official
group during the early mine-
teen-sixties to develop plans
for removing foreign leaders by
means that included assassina-

- tion, two Senators and two
former intelligence officials
said Friday.

' Serrator Frank Church, chair-
man of the Select Committee
on Intelligence, confirmed the
existence of the group, but he
said that the plaus it developed
were never carried out. A mem-
ber of ‘the committee staff said|
that the group “petered out”j
in 1963.

There was no ev1dence that
President Kenredy, who was in-
office’ at the time, knew of or
approved of the group.

Mr. Church, an Idaho Demo-
crat, refused to provide details
about the unit, but he made it
clear that the plans it devel-
oped were separate from the
C.LA's alleged plot to poison
Premier Fidel Castro of Cuba
in 1961 in connection with the
‘Bay. of Pigs invasiort. .

- “This capability had no con-
nectton with the Castro busi-
ness,” Senator Church said. “It
was a sepafate mission.” He
said that other details should
not bé miade public until the
commiitee, releases its report
‘on"alléeed C.LA. assassinatior
plots. The report is expected
to be made public this month.

A former high official of the

intelligence agency, who de-

BALTIMORE SUN
6 October 1975

Was}vnqtan Burecu of 'I'he Sun

-+, } Washington—Senator’ Frank
Church said yesterday. that the
Senate intelligence committee
has evidencezthat ClA-attempts
to assassinate Cuban’ Premier
Fidel Castro stretched through
three administrdtions; but-that
it still has no hard evidence of
prwdenhal?orders -for: sucrL a

" Senator Church’ (D Idaho)
the: chairman-of the Senate’s Se-
lect Committee on-Intelligence
Activities, said on ABC’s Issues
and- ‘Answers ‘program’ /that
'Richard = M.~ Helms " former

director -of . the- Central ‘Intelli-
gence Agercy, now ambassador’
to Iran, had confirmed to con-
"gressional investigators the ex-
tentof the. plots agamsL Pre-
mxerCasfte:ss et O end

. These "“plans and attempts;”

‘saxd Senafor Church, had begun
in’ the - Eisenhower adminstra-
tion,~. contirued . -through  the
.Kennedy* administration * and
ended” dunng the *Johnson’ ad-
ministration, : =T —————
<1 He admitted that despite the
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clined to be identified, acknowl-!
edged in an interview the ex-
istence of arf “executive action”
group that probably inchided
no more than three persons. He:
said that they deveioped meth-
ods for the removal of un-
friendly. foreien leaders.” He
said that in additiort to assassi-
nation,” the means could have
included coups or shipping for-
exgn leaders “off to the Rivi-
era” -

A second former C.LA. offi-|"
cial said the planning effort had
begun in the wake of the al-
leged -attempt to poison Pre-
mier Castro and-was intended
to, mamtam an “assassination
capabllxtv in case it was
needed for use against other
foreign leaders. .

The first hint of the grouv’s
existence came in the prepared
text of a speech bv Senator
‘Walter F. Mondale. the Minne-
sota Democrat, at Denison Col-
lege in Granville, Ohio.

Tn that speech, Senator Mon-
dale, a member of the intelli-
gence committee, said that Rch-
ard M. Helms, a former C.LA.
director, and.Richard Bissell, a
former head of the agency’s
clandestine operations, ‘“have
claimed that they had ‘higher-
level’ authorization . . S
ting up and running an institu-
tionalized assassination capa-
hﬂxty within the CIA. called:

i‘executive action.’

But, Mr. Mondale said, “when
we pressed them, nexther Helms,
nor Bissell would say that any‘

thorongh" effurls
o‘ the: commmee, the question:
:of -responsibility in such plots
‘was sml unclear

'dn-ectly re!atlrg this- act:vxtyio
any order:-by any. presxdent."
id Mt Chiurch: g

+ The. Senate.. comxmttee“:&!
port on political. assination- is:
due to.be-issued this'month and,
according. 'to-the - chamnan. At
will “lay.qut:all the evidence in-
detail:- fon: the: American peo-

Pl il ¥
Senator Church: .
that.thé idea that : president
.would have been.unaware of
snch plans, “strains credulity.”.

- But he said that much cf the
evidence that had been uncov-
ered during the committee’s in-
,mhgatmn strained credulity.. .
¢ “This is what this investiga-|
»tmn was ail-about—to find out
.why -‘command -and:- control |
were so0 loose in the mtellxgence
tc:))mmnmty ”.declared the sena-

To s yom EXIRT -;».u

" He added. that the evidence
indicated that there were times
when even the CIA director was:
unaware of -all the. activities.

. for set-t

‘president, or anyone represent—l
ing a president ever gave spe-|
cific orders to ‘undertake an
assassination or develop assas-
sination plans and capabilities.”

Neither Mr. Helms, now the
United States Ambassador tor
Iran, nor Mr. Bissell, now a

business consultant in Hartford,|

Conn., could be reached lmme-
diately for comment. -

David Aaron, a member of
‘the- intelligence committee’s
staff who was traveling with
Mr. Mondale, confirmed the
accuracy of ‘the text of the
Senator’s speech. -

Mr. Aaron identified the head
of the alleged planning group

as William K. Harvey, whose
name has also figured in press

VASHINGTON STAR (GREZN
15 OCTOEER 1675

iHarvey was transferred to the
:C.I.A. station in Rome.

accounts of C.1A. plots against
Premier Castro. G

Mr. Harvey, now a lawyer in
Indianapolis, has repeatedly de-
clined to comment on reports
about his role in assassinati. u
plots.

Mr. Aaron planning
group ” ex'sted for “two ar
three years” and ‘“‘petered cu”
sometime in 1SE3, when Mr.

said the

The former high offmal in
'the intelligence agency ' said:
‘In the early days of the Ken-
‘nedy Administraticn, there was
‘a request made that the C.LA.
develop an ‘executive action’
plan.” He said he did not know
:where the request had origi-
‘nated, but' suggested that the
group was set up befor? the
alleged piot agamst Prem;er
Castro.

LINE)

" SIC TRANSIT JUST ABOUT EVERY-

C THING

... Ear hears

that Mitchell

: Rogovan, Washington hotshot legal eagle
now represent-n'-v the CIA, got a shock
the other day. In spite of his years.of
uncomplamma toil for- Uncle Sam lo
these many years, his name turned up on
“the 8,000-name IRS enemies list. It was a
_double shock, Earwigs: Rogovan was

cnce, in the lnnc-aao LBJ era, special

assistant to- the IRS commissioner. S¢,
sadly, he sent a little note to the present

IRS commxssxoner Don Alexarder
it ain’t s0.” It’s’so, Mitch,

that were

the agéncy.” A

> Senator- Church refemed tp
the committee’s discoveri

' that the CIA had maintained a

illegal stockpile of lethal toxi
against presidential orders, an
to the agency’s maintenance o
an illegal mail-opening plan.
The chairman said he con-
curred with a recent statemen
made by Senator Walter F
Mondale (D., Minn.), a metnbe

“of the intelligence committee,|
! that trying tc establish lines of

responsibility for assassination

plots was “like naxlmg jello to:
the wall.” -

Any leak of mformat:on bas
Been relatively unusual on the

Senate intelligence panel, but

Senator Mondale disclosed in a
:_speech last week, that the com-
| mittee had received confirma
tion from Mr. Helms that th
CIA bad tried to kill Premie
Castro, and had developed
“capabﬂxty" for killing Cong
Premier Patrice Lumumba.
There have been considera
ble documentation of attemp
on Premier Castro’s life, in-|
cluding testimony that  Malf|

e e g R

001003880148

.| cized the .agency for intelli-
11973 Arab-Israchi war and re-

iimprove government under-

‘‘Say

14

CIA o assist in one such plot.
Senator Church appeared t:

dispute a statement made dur:
"ing another television interview
yesterday by William E. Colby,
director of the CIA, who con-
tended that no agency employ
ee is likely to be convicted of a

crime.

Mr. Colby based that opinion!
on grounds that when CIA em
ployees made admitted mis-
takes, they made them “in the
belief that these actions were
right, that there was justificaq

| tion in law for what they did.”
: Senator Church noted that
,the Justice Department is now
“examining very carefully” the
massive -evidence gathered by
the Senate committee on CIA
activities. He suggested that
while the congressional . com-
mittee has no prosecutorial
power, the Justice Department
does and might take a dxfferent
position.

Mr. Colby defended the CIA
from those .who recently criti-

gence failures - preceding the

garding North Vietnamese
strength during the Tet offen-
sive.

The director suggested that
it be kept in mind that the CIA
did not “operate a crystal ball.”
The agency. he said, tried io

: standing of contributory factors
in a situation, and tried to ana-

lyze the contents of various re-
ports it received. But the CIA
did not, he emphasized make

ctions.”
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Robert L. Borosage has been the bead of
the Center for Nationaf Security Studies
simze it began last September. He does not
advocate ar end 10 the CIA. but merely to
ils covert uctivities. The Center is an
independent research group organized to

vducate the public in the ubuses that have ]
been and cre still being committed in the i

name of rational securtey. It is supported
through grants from the Stern Foundation,

tie Abelard Foundation, and the Veatch .

Cummittee. The following article was edited
Jrom an interview with Barosage by Richard
Cuorington.

What we saw in Watergate and in
Viztnam was that over the last 23 years since
Warld War i1, a scries of Presidents. both
D=moceatic and Republican, have develop-
cd the aotion that iz mationai security
matters or what they define to be zational
security matters, they can preity much do
what they will, througl wvarious executive

agencies, in secret, without really either
nforming the Congress or the people. And

certainly without restrainas by the Congress
er the people. And for the most part of the
ISyears, the Presidents essentially did these
activities without fanfare, without claiming

the right to them—they st went ahead and

dd them.

St} the Center’s concern is to look at
prrt.ulcmiu[ prerogative mnd these claims of
national security—Iiook ztthe abuses that are
oemniected with them and ary 10 set up 2 series
of putdelines that will brinyg the Presidency
!}m:,k into the boundaries of the Constitu-
texn-—back into checks arnd balances.

The first areas of focws have been on the

iutelligence community. The flond of revela- -

tions about the CIA, FBE and the Notional
Seeurity Agency, and naditary inisBigence
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‘files included over 200,000

has revealed that each of these agencies hav
committed illegal acts or abused their
authority and committed surveillance of
American citizens which they were really not
authorized to do. And kind of lost in the
flood of specitics that the CIA concracted
with the Mafia, or gave LSD to a citizen and
killed him, or series of specifics are the
themes that are clear from what we now
know. .

The themes in my view, are kind of the
following: One is that, for the most part, the
illegal activities of the military intelligence
groups spying on Americans of NSA, of the
CIA and of the FBI were ot isolated
instances of an agent going berserk and
exceeding his powers and overreacting to a
situation and committing an illegal act. But
rather, ihe extraordinary thing is that they
were all full-fledged illegal programs—
programs designed by either high level
officials in the bureaucracy or by the
President himself. So that middle and low
level officials, although they're instruments

of iflsgality, are not the cause of it.

They weren't isolated reactions to events,
they weren't aberrations, they were ongoing
bureaucratic programs. So, for instance, .
military intelligence went from 1967 to 1972
or "73 when they were stopped, and their
names of
American citizens. The CIA—for 22 vears
that no onc knew about—iliegally opened
the mail of American citizens, against a
specific statutory law.

It’s not clear that Presidents knew about
all this. It's clear that all the CIA Directors
knew about it, all the Post Office Directors
knew about it, and 1 suspect the Forty
Committes {(CIA’s executive review) knew
about it. It's not clear, really, what was told
the President in any of this stuff. We know
that Johnson, for instance, ordered all the
intelligence committees to focus on domestic
dissent-around '65-'67, and they all geared

.up programs to meet the presidential wish.

But it's not ciear what a President reaily
knows in terms of what comes back to him
about what’s really being done. That’s one
theme—that these are not isolated
instances, but ongeing programs of illegal .
activities in each of the intelligence com-
munities.

... The second theme goes to the auestion of

.control. Church has said that the CIA was a
rogue elephant thrashing around in the
jungle on its own. But what's clear is that all
of the formali controls don’t work or haven't
worked. That is, legislative oversight was
always something of a myth because
congressmen didn’t want to oversee the
intelligence community. But even in those
instances where they tried. it didn’t work,
because the intelligence officials were
thoroughly prepared to lie or to not appear
before Congress if necessary. So when
Ervin, for instance, went after military
intelligence and really set out to stop the
program with a bill that said they could not
spy any longer on citizens, his attempt was
thoroughly frustrated. First of all, he could
never find out who ordered the program
because the two commanding generals
refused to appear before his committee, and
the Nixon Administration said that they
were protected by executive privilige.
Secondly, Ervin got a promise {rom the
defense department that all the documents
would be destroyed, that all the computer
files would be destroyed. Just this year we
dicsovered that the lists and the names went
out to 23 federal agencies before destrue-
tion. It came cut about two months ago, the
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hasn’t worked even when the overseers -
wanted to oversee it. Now in the case of the -
CIA, Congress never-wanted to find out
anything. They only met once a year. They
didn’t even know the CIA was carryingon a
secret war with 100,000 people in Laos. But
that was more a question of will. But even
when you have the will, when Ilegislators
want something to stop, they can’t stop it if
the military or if the bureaucracy, the secret
bureaucracies want to keep it going.

" The secv Tl (hiAg 15 the “Exdcutive. The
internal oTersizht mechanisms of the dif-

ferent bursaucracies don't work, so that the

ClA has 2a inspector general who sup-
sosediv has access to all documents in the
2zzncy and all programs and inspects any
iaitons or abuses. So the CIA in 1957
arts this drug program. testing LSD on -
unwining people. In the first year of the
arogram. a guy is given LSD and dies. the
inspector g2aeral of the CIA, that is, their
own internal iaspectors organization.
doesa’t find out about it until 1967—ten
vzers later—with the drug program con-
rinuing for that ten years without stop. It
zoes on for four more years under more
resirictive  guidelines, before it's finally
znded because of the fear of the upcoming
investigations. - L
One ‘of the results of the iaspector

‘general’s work in the CIA is that when Colby

kacame the director, he limited the 1.G.'s
duthority to investigate CIA programs.
Ezcause, although the inspector general's
cfice had found out little, it had found out
120 much. He wanted that to end. So, the
first thing Colby did was limit the ofiice and
-ansfer some of its men to other divisions.
30 ths other thing that's intaresting about
ch of tire intelligence agencies, is that all
them have very unclear charters—
2gislative and executive charters.
The execuiive charters are still secret. We
zily don't know their internal directives.
ur 1ie 1egislarive charters of the FBI, CIA
znd milizary intelligence are very vague, very
road a2nd sometimes non-existent. The
rograms have all grown up through
rreaucTatic aceretion, so that you find that
1 of tham when asked, ‘"What's your
thority for this?” refer back to some slim
use in 2 lzgislative charter, winch they
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The other thing that’s interesting about
each of the programs is how all of them have
come to public attention.” It's not because
tne directors have reported them to the
Presideat. and the President reported them
0 the Congress or the people, noi because
the legislative overseers have reported them
0 thz people, but because middle levei
afficials or low level officials in the bureau-
sracgies. wio have some pride in their real
work—the intelligence work-—get queasy or
turned off by the ongoing illegal activities
znd finally eicher go public or leak them to
Szzmour Hissch or Christopher Pvle, =50.
milizary intelligence becomes public when
Chris Pilz. a former military intelligence

at. siarts writing articles on what the
itary is doing toward American citizens.

The CIA's domestic stuff gets revealed
when middle level CIA officials teli the story
to Sy Hirsch. The CIA overseas activities are
detailed by Marchetti and Ageze who leave
the bureaucracy to talk about what they've
done and report on it and for that Marchettt
gets his book censored and himsell under 2
permanent injunction to have all his
writings approved by ClA. Agee’s agraid to

return to the country—he thinks he's going
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the oaly way the programs become public is
by the low level efficials leaki:!g. them or
going public themselves and writing about -
them. The interssting thing about the:
reaction of Colby ta all of the exposes about
the ClA is that both Colby and the Rocke-:
feller Report have always called on)y.for one ;
piece of legislation. That ome piece of
legisiation is an official secrets act to make it
a crime for midde or low level officials to’
leak any information about the bureaucracy
or to go public akout the inforrration and
writeabout it. Andlso the one lesson that the’
Rockefeiler Commission takes from the:
revelations is that you've got to stop the,
revelations. And gfie one thing they colf on |
Congress to do & reform the intelligence .

community afteraif that has come out, isto -

pass an official setrats act so that now the |
information won't fzak out. ;
Somow, at this point, the revelations have ;
prodzeed the comgressional investigations. |
Thecongressionalmvestigations are going to |

" be limited. The House has been, a3 you;
know, in confusion from the beginning.
First there was the fight between Harrington
and Nedzi. Thea Harrington and Nedzi left

the commices, znd Cuis Pike has taken

over the commiee. The House has this
positon—they're going to de a report by
December. when their chartsr ends. They
don’t want to extznd it. To do a report by
December you've got to start writing it by
abeut the middie of November at the latest.
They haven't stagied their hearings untit

now, they had no staff until the middle of -

Augaust, so it takesthern two menths to get a
staff together—tkat’s August to Septamber
‘to October. Ther have one month of actual

staff time working and in November; they.

have to start writing their report.
So theic statemment right off the rop is:

we're going to go for a joint oversight

comumittee. ‘That's the legislation we want
aind what we're guing to do is hoid hearinys
whick prove the meed for more oversight.
The've done'some good things in their shorc
tenure. Pike issuedi the first subpoena of any
of thhe committees, and he seers to be ready
to fosce.the intellizence agzacies to give him
the material, and that's very different-from
the Church commitize. So he’s been good in
that. The point s, that thev just don’t have
the time or the staf'to do anything extensive
in terms of investizntion. So all they're going
to do is have some kind of brief moments in
the sun. expose a few things. in addition to
what we know,. a=d call for joint oversight.
-The Senate Committee, which has worked
harder, has a better staff, has gone on
longer, will go on longer—at least until
Febswary 29th—and is doing the assassina-
tionseport, a study of Chile, and a study of
some of the more interesting aveas in the
intefigence commanity, is being held back
by a eouple thinss. One is that Church is
clearly, according to everyone I talk to up
here on Capitol Hill, concerned about not
discrditing the Keanedys. And to talk, for
nsiance, about the assassination programs
of the CIA gets yau right into the Kennedy
vendetta agaimst Castro. Church doesn't
w2zt to ke this on. He uaderstanés the
nauonal myth 2bout the Kennedys and
doesu’t want o expose them. -~ .
Th= s>cond thisg is that Choreh is very
closz to Secretaer Kissinger, so that when
Kissinger savs he zzeds covert action to give
the President the mecessary flexibility to run
a furcign policy. Church, - aithough his
public postures aze very good. dossn’t really
dinzgree with Wim. So what the Seaate
Commaittee is goizg to come out with is a
repart on covert astion which says esseniially

- also néed joint oversight in the Congress.
‘Now the executive, Colby for instance,

claims that CI1A has never taken on a covert
action abroad that wasn't in the national
interest, and wasn’t for purposes of nationai
security. So for them, that kind of language

_is no different from what they've been

doing. So-what I expect to come out of the

investigations is more facis. We'll learn-
more about what the intelligence com-

munities have done than we know now, not

much more, but we’ll learn something, and

both the House and the Senate will come out

for a joint oversight committee.

A call for joint oversight is a perfect
solution for the Congress because it does 2
number of things. One is it looks like they're
making a substantiai recommendation.
Second, they don't have to tackle any hard
probiems. It doesn't offend anyone to have
joint oversight, not even Colby. It locks like
they’re doing something, when in fact,
they're not. The third - thing is that it
announces to the public that Congress is
going to continue to monitor these agencies
so it provides the public with an image of an
active Congress, so for that it's a very

seductive concept to legislators. The great

irony here is that the Congress gets a better
seat backstage. But the result is that
Congress legitimates activities that it can't
control. So it will aiways learn about covert
activities either after they occur, because
they have to remain covert. Or they will
learn about them even before, but in such a
context that it has no independent source of

information so that it can say that you
sheuldn’t do this. And so it becomes a
legitimating instrument for the executive,
So i the future when we learn that the
United States has covertly destabilized a
democratically elected government abroad.
the president. instead of saying the Forty
Committer ‘did it, I authorize it and I'm
going to continue to do it, wili be able to say,
the Forty Committee did it and was
approved by the joint oversight commitizedf
the Congress. o

The other thing is that the legislators all
face what is now known as the Harrington
problem. When you get classified informa-
tion from the cxecutive. it is under the
condition that you not tell it to anvbody. So
Lucien Nedzi knew about the assassination
attempts and didn’t tell anybody; knew
about the domestic operations, were not
sure they were ended. and didnt tell
anybody; knew about Chile, wasn't sure that
it was going to go on anymore. and didn't
tell anybody, and that’s calied oversight.
The resuit is that they can continue to do
activitics that they either admit or don't
admit are illegal, or improper, inform the
Congress, and the Congress cannot inform
the citizens. The oversight increasingly
represents, mot the citizenry, but the
executive. agencies that it's  supposedly
overseeing.

So6 T'm not very hopeful at this point
about that process. Now, there is an
alternative. That is, Raiph Nuader. in
operating against or in menitoring the social
service agencies, has increasingly started to
come to the conclusion that the only way to
control bureaucracies is through personal
lisbility of bureaucrats, both criminal
liability through the statutory law and civil
lability. Tacreasingly thers is a move to do
two or three things that may make a
difference. One is to. try to promulgate
criminal codes of personal responsibility for
bureaucrats in the national security
agencies so that it’s plainly illegal for the
CIA to surveil any American citizen.. Any
agent that gets that order from his superior,

if you can set up some kind of am
.independent federal prosecutor for national
, security agencies, you can then enforce that
kind of criminal liability in a way that will
have a deterrent effect on officials.
, The other thing you can do is: saz up a
.code that gives that Jower level official the
right to take an order that n things is iflegal
or improper and go either to a.Congressman
or to a federal prosecutor to get 2 review on
that order. At preseat. midcle level officiais
when they get an illegal! order from their
superior, are caught within the secrecy
.system. They can’t object cutside the
bureatcracy now and don’t have any
personal responsibility that would give them
an incentive to object and cause trouble for
‘their superior. ) )
Now whether or not vou can g2t Congress
to set up that kind of an apparatus at this
point is doubtful. That depends a lot more
on whether the country as a whole gets
concerned about the revelations or whether
the debate is limited to Washington. And

although there’s been a flcod of revelations,
there hasn't been much public discussion
about what they mean or alternative ways of
controlling these agencies.

I'mean I think the CIA is one of the more
un-American institutions in the country.
That is. it's secret. it’s imperial. it's involved
all over the world, it is more foreign to
Americans and their. ideas of how the
country ought to be run and what the
country is about than the Communist party.
It engages in all the classic activities that
they accuse the Communist party of. It

‘subverts organizations, it infiltrates in-

formers. it murders. poisons, does eccnoniic
sabotage. All the things that we have ali
along learned that the Soviet Union was
engaged in. our CIA is engaged in. If you
actually could go out and say to the
American people, “what about ali these
activities, do you want them to go on?"
you'd get an overwhelming response saying
no. But I don't think that there's anv
mobilized sentiment at this point suying this
kas got to stop. this has to be limited, we're
not geing to put up with it anymore. Afier
the reports on the Chilean coup, after it was
reported that the CIA had brought down the
government of Salvatore Allende, there was
a poll done. by Lou Harris on some 1,000
people. Some 60 to 75% said that the CIA
should not have overthrown the Allende
government. And some 65% alsa said the
CIA was doing a fine job. So 1 think that the
national image oi the CIA as an inteiligzace

“collection agency that protecis America

from a future Pear] Harbor is very hard to
overcome. And while all of us would agree
that we ought to have intelligence and ought
to have protection against any surprise
attack. making people understand that
there is a difference between that and the
kinds of activities that the CIA has been
involved in is difficult. You get corflicting
siories.

A provision in the agency's 1947 charter
stated that the CIA shall have no domestic.
internal security. law enforcement. or police
functions. This came out of a fear of a

domestic gestapo that was running high in
“early post-Hitler years. Yet in spite of that.
‘two years later the CIA Dbegan its mail

opening campaign against American citi-
zens, and that expanded in 1967 to extensive
file keeping and surveillance of American
citizens. And the Agency's argument is that
all this was legal because what they were”
really lonking for was the forcign connec-
tions of domestic protestors, or foreign
intelligence information in the mail of
American citizens. And so once again vou
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this absolurely igaored by the l}inq of
grawing bureaucratic programs ]ushﬁed
ander a different provision.

The hudgct of the CIA is secret Only
about cight congressmen and eight senators
s== the figures, evea now. And they spend
aBout an hour on the intelligence com-
rmunity budget which includes the CIA, the
XSa, all the military intelligence agencies.
We know this because we talked to the staff
aides about their bedgeting review process.
You know, because it’s a subcommittee of
the Armed Forces Committee and of the
Appropriations Commiitee, those two sub-
edamittees overvigw the intelligence
committess’ budgets. But they are faced
with the mammoth budgets of the military
which take up their attention and also
-atzract public debate. Naturally the intel-
ligence community budgets, which are not
that big—six biflion dollars compared to a
huandred billion, asd not public, so they
don’t attract public concern—don’ t.get
reviewed to any great extent. .

The Center -definiteiy thinks that the
charter of any agency, that is, those secret
executive orders, be made public and that
the budgets also become public. The secret
budget of the CIA and other intelligence
activities is a direct flagrant, violation of the
Conseitucion. Irwasliwigated to the Supreme
Ceurt, and ar appeflate court found it a
fizzrant violation. The Supreme Court, on’
appeal, threw the cas2 out, claiming that a
taspayer didn’t havestanding to bring a suit
and it did not make any decision on the
merits of whether or not it was illegal. We're
tving to bring the case now onader the
Freedom of Information Act demanding- a
cepy of the budget.

Colby has bez=n claiming, and Ford, botn
claim that the CIA has been doing nothing:
2round the world lately, in terms of covert
zszion, not intelligence, because they have
&3 new reporting function, where they have
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- 5 .
isn’t all bad
Washmgton
Semeone ought to say a few kind words in
sebalf of the CIA — I'm willing.
"?us doesn’t mean justifying any of .its
mproper, illegal, or unauthorized actions
S»mg the Eisenhower, Kennedy, Johnson,
w Nixon administrations, Congress has good
“exson to investigate the operation, manage-
nent,
eliigence Agency. Itisall to the good that it is
Iging so.
fHut it does need to be understood that it is
mmwb:e for the agency to put its publicized
alures and shortcomings into perspective
free its significant successes cannot be
sublicized. Intelligence gathering has to be a
wcret operation and its defenders cannot
Fabticize work well dune without i impairing its
fulure effectiveness.
The first president of the United States
warned his chief of intelligence that “‘secrecy
isessential,” and President Truman put truth
witli characteristic directness 175 years later:

and oversight of the Central In-.

v
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‘to report .it to the Senate and House
-‘committees. They say that if the president

has to report covert operations to those
committees it becomes Dubhc and so they
Just can’t do anything. “So they claim, for
instance, that in Portugal the CIA has been
toially inactive. In fact. 1 think that that’s
probably uatrue, that the Agency has had
its agents in place and they've continued the
kind of day to day activities that Agee writes
about in his book where they really controli
you know, the bribe infrastructurs of third
world countries, in various places And I
think what they haven't done is- mounied
huge programs. I suspect” that they had
some kind of a program in Portugal to get
money for people that we supported but 1
don't think they've mounted the kind of
program they mounted in Chile for instance
or the kind of program they mounted in
Laos while the war was going on.

. Agee has written an article, an open letter

o the press which stated what he considered
to be the CIA’s activities in Portugal. And
he’s been in London and in fairly close touch
with people in Portugal. He said that the
mission, our- Embassy in London, had
expanded twofold, 1 think, since the events
had taken place. And it was his theory thel a
lot of those people were CIA agents. He
thinks tiiat we've been putting in money to

‘the social democrats and arms to get at the

tight wing in Portugal. I haven't seen any
proof that I can say that that is true. The
interesting thing about tie Ambassador to
Portigal, “Carlucchi, is that he was kicked
onr o} “Zaire for ailegedly being a CIA agent
wheii ;he was Chief of \Axssxon there.
Michae! Harrington did go'to the Senate
and laid out the record of (.arl.mch but they

didn’t ask those ques.xons '1 ‘u:v dudn twant

o know.
- Seewe don't know really what hxppens at
the fow levels, but it is very clear that CIA

“It matters not to the United States,” he
said, “whether its secrets become known
through publication in the media or through
the activities of spies. The damage to the
United States is the same in both cases. I, for
one, do not believe that the best interests of
our country are served by going on the
principle that everybody has the right to know
everything.”

The congressional investigators are cer-
tainly not setting out intentionally to destroy
the intelligence arm of the American Govern-
ment.

The point I am making is that the congres-
sional investigations, which are truly needed,
may do so unintentionally by the recklessness

and carelessness of some of the committee, or

by irresponsible leaks.

It is beginning to happen.

Rep. Michael Harrington (D) of Massachu-
setts was given access to classified CiA
documents which Congress itself had decided
should not be made public. Harrington vio-
lated his written oath by making parts of them
public. Thus a single member of Congress
declassified intelligence information which
Congress was holding as classified. When
Congress cannot compel obedience to its own
rules by its cwn members, no wonder the
President is reluctant to turn over highly
secret material to it.

The House Intelligence Investigating Com-

‘agents use muliinational corporaticas as
cover abroact. John McCloy comes from the
board of diructors of 1TT to Henry Kissinger
;and says we want to give you a mih'cn
idollars to run CIA cperations in Chi
ioverthrow "Allende. Kissinger does
rreport this as a bribe, he “sends. him to-
’leham Broy, who is the head of-
"clandestine services for the western hhrm-
‘ sphere. Broy says. well, we're not rzady to
' do.that yet, we're developing our own n‘:ms
I'll be in touch. And eventually the Xiad of
‘coordination of multinational policy,

' American economic policy towards Chile.
and the covart operations of the CIA was
‘done through kind of close contact, I'm
sure, with the directors of multmai.onm
corporanons concernsd. =

Miles Copian, who makes his living as
kmd of a PR flack for the agency, has
writter 2 book called “With Cloak and
Dagger,” uand in it he says tnat. in the
future, the CIA will increasingly relate
closely to rmultinational corporzations, both
for cover and because they have a rnutua!.xv
of interests.

If you want to operate in tne grand
manner around the world, if you want to
maintain America as the world pohcﬂn*:n
as meddling in societies throughout th
world, then you prcbably want to have 2
CIA to do something about it. You certainly
want to be able to do it in seceet. So ic's
tough unless politicans become willing to
cha]lenge the basic assumption of America

s the great imperium. Still, Church wiil
camp‘_mn, as will every presidential candi-
dzte, {'m sure, on the intelligence com:mit-
tee as being irresponsible and claim it’s not
going to happe'x in the futurs. No more
assassination; we'll have congressional
oversight. PLop!e will accept that the same
mistakes won’t happen anyrore, when in:
fact that’ll be 2 myth. . i

mittee under the chairmanship of Rep. Otis
Pike (D) of New York asked President Ford to
turn over certain classified CIA information.
He did so. The committee then made public,
over the earnest objections of the White
House, phrases from those documents which
disclosed that the U.S. had penetrated the
communications of two important nations.
Through this congressional publicity, these
two countries now know that they must alter
the communications security.

Helpful to them but not to the U.S.

Frank Church, chairman of the Senate's CIA
investigation, stated that its inquiry into
covert intelligence matters would be secret in
the interest of not impairing its U.S. in-
telligence operations. Whereupon, a member
of his committee or a member of its staif
started to leak the testimony it was taking.

One headline read: *‘Senators Hear Cla
Sent Poison te Kill Lumumba.”” There was no
attributed source for the story since the
source did not dare identi{y himself. Theie
was no indication whether the testimony had
bheen rebutted. In any event it is always
difficult for rebuttal to catch up with fleet and
alluring rumors.

The CIA has a duty to handle itself better
than it has in the past. But hasn't Congress a
duty to handle its investigation of the CIA
better than it has so far?
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House Re]ects 267-147, Move to Disclose C I A Budgei‘ to

By DAVID E.. ROSENBAUM
Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Oct. 1—The
House of Representatives decid-
ed overwhelmingly today to
continue to keep the budget
of the Central Intelligence
Agency secret from the public.
- By a vote of 267 to 147,

ment to a $112-billion military
appropriation bill that would
have permitted the total expen-
'ditures of the intelligence agen-
cy to be published for the first

'l'he House also defeated an’
attempt to delete from the bill
money for the development of
the controversial F-18 fxghter
aircraft.

Final passage of the over-all’
measure was put off until to-
mor row.

The bill would reduce the:
Ford Administration’s request
for military programs in the;
fiscal year that began July- l‘
{by -7.6-billion. -However, more!
ithan - $2-billion . of that redtic-
tion involves requested money
for the Indochina War and for
shipbuilding  contracts that
have been deferred since the
budget was sent to Congress.

The Senate Appropriations

the. House rejected an amend--

Committee is expected to re-

store- some of the cuts made
by the House. "~

Representative Robert Nx
cut, who led the effort to pub-
lish' the. C.LA. budget, said the
rejection of his dmendment
showed that the House was
not ready “to assume the re-
sponsibility” for overseeing the
activities of the mte)ligence
commumty -

“Since the -creation of -the
C.I.A.,, Congress has kept the
agency’s budget secret bycon-!
cealing the figure in the appro-{
priation for other agencies.’
This year, a ccording to Mrl
tGiaimo, .the appropriation for
the intelligence agency -is part
of 'a $2- bxllum line-item in the

curement, Air Force.” ) 1

agency’'s budget was one of;

headed by Vice President Rock-
efeller that investigated the
C.LA. earlier this year. :

Until this- year, the budget
request of the agency and the
amount eventually apprepriat-
ed was known only to a hand-
ful of Congressmen. .

Giaino, Democrat of Connecti-.

budget described as “otber pro-.
Publication of the mtelhgence‘? )

the principal recommendations.
of the Presidential commission|

This year, however, under
pressure from Mr. Giaimo and

others, Representative George
" H. Mahon, chaorman of the
Appropriations Committe per-
mitted’ aill members of his de-
fenses ubcommittee to interro-
gate C.I.A. witnesses about the
gency’s budget. .
i Moreover, Mr, Mahon, a
Texas Democrat, agreed last
week to permit all House mem;
bers to read the testimony from

not to take;notes or divulge
the material to outsiders.

.Mr. Giaimo called these, ac-

tions  “significant steps” -but’
said they were not enough.
-Addressing the House, he de-
iclared: -
' “There is a balance in all
secrecy matters. There - are;
goals, and there are losses in’
‘defending ourselves against
_possible aggression from the
outside. However, we must be:
careful that ‘the very in-
struments ‘which we create te
defend us do not cause us
to lose our liberties.” :

Mr, Giaimgq said that he only
‘wanted ‘to publish the total
appropriation for the agency,
not the individual allotments

all figure, he -said, would in]
no way compromise the na-
tion's security. .

agency officials and to see the}
budget as long as they agreed| -

for various activities. The over-|

12 Pubm ic

ces who have seen the bu'iwt!

figures over the years have!
placed the appropriation at ha.|
'tween $750-million and $1-bile
‘lion. That information has been
‘widely published in the press,
but has never been confirmed
officially. - -

Mr, Giaimo’s contention that
the budget information would
not compromise -security - was
challenged by representatfves
from both parties. v
Mr. Mahon' said that’ ox{.cxal .

* |publication of the budgét svas

“‘not a-favor- which we. should .
be doing to the U.S.S.R.»and
:the Communist conspiracy.”’
“Representative. Robert £i F.
Sikes, a Flotida Democrat saxd
that- publication of the ove;“f-all
‘budget figure would eventially
lead to “full disclosure of. any-
thing and everything, we've
tried to keep secret. from our
.enemies.”
. Representatwe Thomas P.
O’Neill Jr. of Massachusetta,
.the majority leader, and, Repre-
|sentative John .J. MCF: vall;, of
Californis, .the. Democratic
whip, were among those ;who
voted to keep the budget secret

SUN=-COMMERCIAL, Vincennes
18 September 1975

" Reliable Congressional sour-

The UméemaﬁubieﬁBureﬁufééd?

"dent Nl\:on was 1rymg to’ <'am control g_f
fromn former President Nixon-1o the Cen<sthe:CIA:-not to create his personal dicta-,

Condress has found that direct orders

tral. Intelh«;:une;Ace were delivered
but not obeyed: As a result; President
Ford now- is$ considering - propo=als to
change the’ structure of the huge agency
with such dlver : responsibimy_' an
powor A
.. What has r1appe
'ha:. uincovered. once more, the most dan-
gerous figure in federal government, the
umdennflable civil "servant working
away in the middle and Jowerlevels of bu
reaucracy. What is needed is a change of

‘attitude. a practical impossibility.in the.

‘present state :of : national govérnment.
What can happen is that a great deal of -,
paper, desks; chairs and offices will be
shuffled around,:and nothing of denume
Asubstance will happén, AL :

+ The nation .needs the Central intelli-
gence Agency in order to protect the'in
terests of all the people.If the CIA is dis
persed - through -a -variety . of:other
‘administrative and executive - arms:of-
govermunent, a.situation. something akin
‘to the days before World War 11 could be.
created when - each. military . service
guardad its own information first from™
- the other United States military services.”’
“That. afid Pear]l Harbor. helped generate -
the favorable climate in which the. S IA
was conceived anyl grew.

.Over a period of ume._bureaucxac;y
tooka general authorization and began-to

“nents.want, and that be failed.;

- torship which is the theory dearest to. the

heart of all truly believing hberala but'in

“order-to gét-the:intelligence: agency to,

. conform. to policies set by duly elected of-
icials. In-its wisdom.:the-uiidentifiable’

‘bureaucrats knew that Nixon and his Ad-

ninistration were not good for the nation..

.50 his orders were lost as they trickled

‘down through the’ sxde channels and back-
‘waters of thc agency. It is:ironic that

" Nixon.'whd' was hated by" beeral\ made a-

manful effort 10 achieve what _his’ oppo-

'lhe ‘e will be no-material. chan ein lhe .

< CIA sorrany -other established federal’ -
‘adenC) unless there is a.massive alter--
ation in.the inanner in which power is dis-

trlbmeduvnhm the executive arm. of

guvemmem Once power is delivered by
.Congress .and: the President.-to dne’ of .

these bureaus ‘both ‘President and Con-;

- gress are all but powerless to direct im--

plementahon of policy. Perhaps the enly

TIME Magazine
20 October 1075

‘No CIA Dabbiing

Your assertion that the CIA was
““dabbling in Chilean politics™ [Sept. 291
-is outrageously misleading. The CIA
no amateur group, but a highly profes
sional (and dangerous) organization thag
devoted millions of doliars and tremen:
dous manpower toward the overtlirgw
of the popularly elected Allende govern
ment without the knowledge of the
American people. The CIA must coms

*~* under direct congressional supervision

James Brookd
New Havén, Can :

IfOllh Plke and his committee ha g
not* released”anythmo that “jeopardiz
es national security,” could he, or T1M
explain what the bell is'left to _pubh
about our security? -

H : Ricardo Chirinos Mondof
L L. Rlo de Janeirg

way: in-which an administrative agency- -

can be: brought to heel is-to abohsh it. an-
under takmc' that ranks with the mythical
~ antt xmpossxble Lasks descnbed by the an-
. cient Greeks. >l .

The umdenhf:ab!e b

j‘cause.pf ‘current distrust and discontent;

among” the' American people ‘with their
*govermment. Members: of . Congess and
“ Presidents come and go. Lut lhc burcaus.

adjust it to what careermembers-of the -*-crats go on forever. It is & systein that-

CIA felt was best for the nation. ‘There nc
‘longer is much doubt that former: Presi

must change u uself 'm(}

itw lll (lesu 0V
lhe nalion ;

e ApprOVe’d“FéTRé'lea
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The

. . ;" signed from ARIO, charging in a let-

By John Fmﬂ‘ﬁﬁ. o te%n to Phillips that, of all the issues

Washinglon Star Staff Writer . before the group, job discrimination

Washington’s intelligence coM-' s the probfem “of most immediate

munity is tz‘tmb!ez?'1 ovi; the 1fssue 6; importance to current and future

fiow tc remove the stigma from a. . s .

man who has served his country asa g;n“‘:xzfg of the intelligence
€IA agent and wants to seek other © Yoo :
employment. - . "IN 'FACT,” charged
- Although there have been recent’ 'Biddle; “it seemed that the
reports of job discrimination-against  only concern the ARIO
former CIA agents and their families  jeadership kad was that our
in the wake of bad publicity me’ report not get out to the
agency has been recewing, ARIO," press” Biddle, whase ex.
the organization recently established  periences and problems in
to defend the CIA and intelligence trying to obtain employ-
agents, has delayed implementing a° ment” with a variety of
“civil rights” program for former gederal agencies were de-

intelligence officers. tailed recently by The
ARIO stands for Asseciation of Re- Washington Stajx'!, lager told

tired Intelligence Cfficers. It has,ae- 4 reporter:

cording to David Phillips, one of the “One of the great-truths
gmup"s founders, 460 members, the is that this is the most
majority of them former CIA em-; closed shop in Washington,

ployes. . - ! They have tired blood. A Iot

. . i of older employes would
AT A RECENT organizing meeting' fjxe 1o get c?ut,y but they
in Alexandria, ARIO members voted  |now they’lt have problems
approval of 12 committee reports the private ich market so
setting the basic role of their organ- they st';sy on. *
fzation as an educational one, rather “One of the ways you
like a nonprefit trade association. stop it from being a closed
A 13th report, one calling for pres- shop is to make it possible
sure on the ClA to implement &  for those who want to leave
meaningful re-employment program  tg leave and then the agen.
for former intelligence officers, was cy will be able to attract
tabled for further study. . more young people to fiii
According to Phillips, ARIO hesi- those positions. The whole
tated because “we find ourselves thing is that people should-
with a new problem, one that we gt be permanently stamp-
don’t understand well. We're accus-  ed by an agency.”
temed to checking our sources care- Phillips, Biddle, -ARIO
fully and we’re on unfamiliar ground ang others who have work-
fiere.” - ed on the problem have
found that the very nature
of intelligence work tends
to condition an individual to
accept the problem without

So far, according to Phillips, the
group has received about 20 repors
6f discrimination. Some of them mi
volve discrimination against schoat ; ; -
children when their peers learn that g?{gg&?;% n;fer;asturrél.akes “
their father is an ex-agent. Another,

id. i . RECENTLY, Jamss V.
ke said, involves the wife of a former Ogie, a former Cia officer
:%gent who was turned down for a jeb in_ Saigon, gave the House
tecause of her hushand’s intelligence  Select Committe on Intelli-
Background. -*  gence an account of his ex-

- perience along with that of

ARIOQ, HE said, has scheduled a  a colleague named “Joe’":
meeting with the New York office of “For a year Joe worked
the American Civil Liberties Uniontoe as a dispatcher for a se.
get legal advice on how 0 proceedin  curity guard service in
the civii rights area. It also plans to  California. He now works as
send out a questionnaire.in an at- ‘an accountant at half his
tempt to document more cases. old CIA salary. When I

Eric H. Biddle Ir., a former CIA finally resigned, I worked
sificer who helped draw up the civil  for four months as a bar-
rights report that was tabled by tender in a pizza parlor
ARIO, contends that there was a  while I found out how little
“yawning lack &f interest” in the a CIA resume is worth. I
problem at the mecting as-well a3 now work for a compater
some hostilily towarg defining the  company at balf my old sal-
problem as a civil rights problem. aryo"'! 4 that ted

Riddle said that when he attempt- gle said that he visite
ed ta raisc the issue during the clos%d tl;e' ClA’s “outplacement
meeting, several members com- OfiCe,” but didn’t get much
plained loudly. One man, he said, Eelp in the way of _|o_b leads.
characterized his report as “‘whin. One day they cailed me

the figures say it is difficult te
compile a total of Mr. Ford’s
,various intelligence requests,
tbut that they seemed closer to
'$3 billion than to $3.4 billion.

parently inadvertent disclosura
of intelligence costs came less
than a wesk .after the House
had rejected an effort to dis-
close the CIA's budget.

ence Commmittee recently

rights? Ogle, who has not
joined ARIOQ, thinks that,
primarily, it is not. ““Oh, the
older people, the ones who
come out expecting man-
‘agement jobs, they may be
discriminated against. But
.the younger ones whaq leave
‘just don’t have the skills.
iThere is just no parallel to
what they have done in the
outside world.”

ACCORDING to a
spokesman for the CIA, the
bad publicity the agency
has been receiving and the

idebate over what to do
jabout discrimination cases
| has not made a dent on CIA
irecruitment efforts. In fact,
‘he said, job inquiries before
'the recent controversy over
the CIA’s domestic activi-
ties were running about 600
‘every two weeks. S

BALTIMORE SUN
7 October 1975

1$3 billion

intelligence |

goal hinted

| Washingtort (AP)—James R.
Schlesinger, Secretary of De-
fense, apparently let slip yes-

terday. that President .Ford's

15-month budget request for
U.S. intelligence agencies this
year.was about $2 billion.

Mr. Schiesinger told news-

men that $34¢ million in intel-
ligence cuts made by the House’
in a $112 billion defense appro-

priations biil “went deeper than

they did elsewhere, amounting

to something in excess of 10 per.
cent—approximately 10 per

cent of our intelligence re-

quests.”

That would be a reguest of

$3.4 billion for the Central In-
telligence Ageney, Defense In-
telligence Agency, National Se-
curity Agency and Army, Navy
and Air Force intelligence !
units. o

Congressmen who have seen

Secretary Schlesinger’s ap-

The Select House Intellig-

o As s celai ¥ . and said ‘How would you held clesed-door hearings on ail
what tﬁ:??;;gtgﬁgxe? so that’s lke a j0l3 as a legislative as- ~US. intelligence _costs, and

The meeting's teadership, accord-  Sistant?’ I found out that same members said the total|
ing to Biddle, stat off debate on the ey had no job in mind, cost was in the range of $7 bil-!
subject and choss not to distribute a2 SOMeone just thoupht that ,lion a year. One congressman )

Matten pare he had prepared on the  WUIAbe A g Tdeal s qion figore Mr.
matter.. in prowst, Biddle has re 18 2 matier ) 1- : Qe > olas 3 :
protest. Biddle, has &% Foduaeleasmaom/asfoamC|AI§DP7f55‘6&£§,&Qd%M{§}@gg

. agencies,




" Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380006-0

WASHINGTON POST
28 September 1975

Jack Anderson

Damel Eﬂsberg The C‘?fmer Newe Em s

Tbe Pentagon Papers weren’t the first

secret documents that the celebrated

leaker, Daniel Ellsberg, slipped to
the New York Times. :

~Three years earlier, he not only
leaked other sensitive documents to
thé Times but was pinpointed as the
source. Yet a flunky misunderstand-
ing stopped an. FBI investigation of
Elisberg, who never evén lost his
top-secref security clearance

"This made possible his later his-
toric leak of the Pentagon Papers,
the incident that began ~Richard
" Nixon’s downfall. The former Presi-
dent, reacting wildly to the leak,
ordered the notorious White House
plumbers to go after Ellsberg and,
thereby, to teach the leakers a 1esson
they would never forget.

! As a_former member of President
Nucons inner cirele, William Safire,
has put it; “The Pentaﬂon Papers case
led (Nixon) into.an overreaction that
led to his most fundamental mistakes.”
~The engrossing story of how Ells-
berg was spared fto leak papers an-
other day is part of the -unpublished
memoirs ‘of W. Donald Stewart, a
burly ex-FBI agent, who directed Pen-
tagon investigations for seven years:
before his retirement last June.

- His account has been confirmed.
by Ellsberg, who acknowledged to -us,
that he was responsible for the ear:
lier New York leak. Some Pentagon
insiders believe this leak prevented.
an invasion - of North Vietnam.
*The story goes back to the February
1968 Tet offensive, which badly jolted
US forces in Vietnam. Gen. William
Westmoreland, then the U.S. comman-
der, was eager to cut off North Viet-'
namese infiltration routes. R

.The only way he could accomphsh
thls, he concluded, was to seize the
Ho- Chi Minh network of trails. This
.would mean invading and occupying
parts of North Vietnam, Laos and
Cambodia.

:Gen. Earl Wheeler, then the Jomt
Chiefs chairman, reportedly agreed

with Westmoreland's strategy. It was .

fn this context that Wheeler sub-:
mitted a top-secret report to the White "
House on Feb. 28, 1968, calling for;
206,000 more troops. .

..-As Ellsberg now tells the story for,
the first time, he was one of the few
who received a copy of the Wheeler:
report. He knew it would be ime
‘possible to recruit 206,000 more men’

;without mobilizing- the reserves, = .. .~

_ He feared the President would eon-
‘tinue increasing U.S. forces in Viet-,
nam plecemeal until he had enough”
troops to invade North Vietnam and
attack the Ho Chi Minh traJl com"
plex. - 31

;. Never before, Ellsberg told us, had"

he gven “dreamed” of leaking Pens.

‘tagon secrets. But he was so upset:
that he decided to take the secret
Wheeler report to the late Sen. Roh-
ert Kennedy (D-N.Y.),” who -had heen

" critical of the Pentauons war poli-

cies. Not long. afterward, on March.

10, 1968, the secret request for 206,000

more men was reported in the \’ew';

York Times. The story caused an
uproar in Congress.” . .

Ellsberg doesn't
Kennedy leaked the figure to the
Times. “But I thought, wow, that's
the greatest leak there ever was,”-
" he told us. Suddenly, he felt ashamed
‘that he had permitted Congress to-
. be manipulated for five years with-.
‘out divulging the facts that had been
covered up.

“I decided that what was needed
was a leak a day for awhile to show
LBJ that the day of lying was over,”
Ellsberg said. So he gathered up some

" documents, which proved the Pen-
tagon had underestimated Communi;t .

str ength in Vietnam.

- He sought out the authors of tha
March 10 'story, Neil Sheehan and
‘Hedrick Smith, who took him to see
their bureau chief, Tom Wicker. There.
were several visits, Ellsberg recalls,
“as he helped them authentxcate the-
facts. S

This rPsulted in three e‘(plosxve'
stories by Sheehan on March 19, 20
.and 21, The stories set off alarms:
insxde the Pentagon and, across the .
Potomac in the White House. Lyndon :
Johnson was apoplectic. :

Stewart ‘was assigned to find out
who had leaked the secrets to the
Times. FBF agents were alerted to,
join in the search.

Stewart efficiently narrowed down
the possible suspects to Ellsberg, then
. on loan from the Rand Corporation.
_'On March 29, by secret memo to the’
. late FBI chief J. Edgar Hoover,’
" Stewart identified Ellsherg. i

© Stewart also wanted to prosecute'
“Sheehan under. the. .Espionage Act,’
- but Defense Secretary Clark Clifford.
.was - eager to court the: press.- As,

NEWSWEEX ‘
. 20 OCTOBER 1975

SPY SHIP FOR HIRE

know —,whethev:ﬂ )

Stewart rncalls it, a top Clifford aide
told him bluntly: “The Secretary and
‘the press are getting along fine, and-
this would upset relations.”

This attitude was relayed to- the
CIA, whose secrets had been com-
promlsed But somehow, a CIA of-
ficial ‘got the mistaken impression
that the Pentagon wanted to kill_the

" “investigation of both cases, not just

the probe of Sheehan. The CIA,

: thereafter ‘informed ‘the Justice De-

partment that it had no interest m
pursumﬂ the mvesugatwn

 So the Justice Department advxsed
the FBI to drop the investigation of

‘both Sheehan and Ellsberg. Thus the

dovish Ellsberg was left, without so
much as a question rdised in his
‘record, free to spring his Great Leak
three years later. .

-.One month before the Pentagon
Papers exploded into the news, iron-
ically, Stewart came upon Ellsberg's
name .in a State Department file as
the suspect in another leak.

But meanwhile, Ellsberg had gone.
back to Sheehan with the' fateful:
‘Pertagon Papers. President Nixon was_

" beside himself with. rage over the

leak. He issued the orders that un-
leashed the plumbers and led to the
burglarizing of the offices of Ells-
berg’s psychiatrist, )

Stewart wrote one more secret
memo about Ellsberg, this one ad-
dressed to then-Assistant Attorney
General Robert Mardian, Stewart re-
- minded " Mardian that it was still
possible to bring Ellsberg to trial for
the 1968 leak. But Mardian ignored.
‘the suggestion.” "

Footnote: Clifford told us that he
had not ordered the investigation of
Sheehan dropped. “I have no recol-
lection of it,” he said,.Sheehan had
no comment, Wicker was traveling
overseas and couldn’t be reached.

@ 1975. Uniled Feature Syndicate. Inc. -

The CIA is seeking non-espxonage assivnments for the

., . Glomar Explorer, the $250 million ship built by

"Howard Hughes to recover part of a Soviet submarine
in the Pac1ﬁc Iast year. The spy agency wants to lease '

the craft for private scientific and engineeri::

« jobs,

with no mlhhry or intelligence connections. A wjor
problem is that oceanolornsts have nevey forgiven the

CIA for sending the ﬁhlp
to pick up the Ruﬁsmn

".sub and using as a “cov-’
er” the story that the ves-

sel was engaged in deep-

. sea mining. That mission,

theése potential customers
charge, has given their

. mdustry a bad name.

19
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THE CHRISTIAN SCENCE MONITOR -

" Tuesday, Oétober 14, 1975

-

ClA r@cma‘ém@m gemg wegﬁ desm@ recent
‘ '~ agency probes

. By meMsoclated Pra;s

Washmgton
wulnam E. Colby, Ceatral Intelligence :
Agency (CIA) director, says the agency’s .

i

program for recruiting mew personnel is:
proceeding well despite current probes into .

alleged CIA misdeeds.

e told a gathering of college students that
the CIA this year has been recewmg ‘some-
thing like twice as many inquiries for jobs as
we did last year.

“We are getting some very good people into
the organization,”™ Mr. Colby szid, adding that
the CIA also was making a “major effort” to
increase its percentage of minority group
employees.

Speaking at a cenference on national secu-

rity issues sponsored by the United States
Youth Council, Mr. Colby said he hoped the
country had reached ‘‘the far end of the
pendulum’ of mistrust generated by Vietnam,
Watergate, and dlsclosum about the spy
agency. o

The CIA director ‘said, “I think the end
result of the investigations will be better
guidelines, publicly stated, instead of the old
fuzzy charters” which date back to me CIA's
inception in 1947,

- Mr. Colby declined to.commrent dzrecdy on
xeports that the CIA within recent months has
sought to offset Soviet influence by funneling
milliens of dollars to non-Communist political

parties in Portugal.

However,.he noted that in Portugal ““we
have temporarily a situation in which the
democratic forces seem to be m a position of
resurgence.’

Mr. Colby contended that CIA abuses sizch
as domestic surveillance and opening of mail

“were truly few and far between" and were
being rectified internally before dlsclosure of
them in the press.

During a lengthy questlon-and-answer ses-

* sion, there was little sharp criticism aimed at
- Mr. Colby and he was applauded several times

by the group composed largely of Young
Democrats and college Republicans.-.

THE WAS}HNGTON POST Fi nday. Ocl‘ober 10, 1975

Stephen S. Rosenfeld

Enﬁeiﬁgep

064Gaiherin

Can the CEA Know It AH?

The almost weekly revelations of the
House Intelligence Committee that the
CIA failed to predict this coup or that war ¢
aretitillating but vitimately misleading,

The premise on which these reveiations '
ure offered is that the CIA should have -
known: the agency goofed in its primary -
mission of intelligence-gathering. This®
premise both overstates the capabilities of ¢
inteiligence and umderstates the com- -
plexities of international reality. Of course
there is good intelligence and bad in-
telligence. But to expect that an American .
intelligence agency can have precise
foreknowledge of sudden, secretly planned
acts of violence im foreign lands—acts '
which regularly surprise their direct
victims —is absurd.

It is wishful thinking to imagine that we
can effectively foreteli the course of future
violence. We are not the world's
policemen, nor its prophets.

" mobilized reservists

i wish that the House committee, instead
of simply asking whether the agency
accomplished one impossible task in one -
rather small corner of its work. had made
an in-depth case study or two to illuminate |
the real problems and potennalmes of
mle!hg.eme gathering.

v

Just such a study. of Israel’s disasirous
inteliigence performance in the period
leading up to the 1973 Mideast war, has
been made public. It's in “The War of
Atenement—October, 1973, a new book by *
Maj. Gen. Chaim Merzog, twice Israel’s
director of Military inteliigence and now
its man at the United Nations.

Complacent and arrogant after its swift
viclory in 1967, Isracl overlooked the
puhm.ll frustration peinting a desperate
Egypt toward war: discounted Sadat's
public statements that he was getting
Cevervthing”  from  the Rassians and
mabilizing “for the resumption of the
battie™; failed to fink Saudi Arabia's

- demobilized on Oct.8.

decision to wield the oil weapon with the
Egyptian-Syrian military buildup;

mistook Syria's early 1973 quiet as the

result of Israeli retaliatory strikes; and so

.oon.

Herzog strongly suggests that Israel was
taken in by phony leaked reports that
negligent Egyptian maintenance and the
exodus of Sovict technicians had destroyed
the Egyptian missile force. Egypt
+ carefully nourished, he says, the then-
prevailing Israeli views that Egyptian-
Soviet relations were deteriorating; that
the technological and cultural gap between
Egypt and Israel was growing; and that.
Arab leadersh,p was unfit to decide to
attack.

From Janvary 1973 cnward, Egypt
for training 20
times—to establish a lulling rhythm. At
the end of September it mobilized three
classes of reservists, saying they would be
(The war was to
begin Oct.6). “As opposed to previous
occasions—and this was noted in
Israel—the civil defense organizations in
Egypt and Syria were not activated, and

TIME Magazine
13 October 1975

- . .
Elains Steinbeck tapped virtvally ev-
ery source in her effort to gather the

5,000 or so letters written by her hus-’

band, Novelist John Steinbeck, to pub-

lish in her forthcoming book, Steinbeck:

A Life in Letters {Viking; S13). “There
was one source we missed,” says the at-
thor’s widow. “We never thought of the
CIA.” John Steinbeck’s name turned up
recently on a list of prominent U.S. cit-
izens whose foreign correspondence had
been opened and copied by the agency.
Even without the CIA’s help, Steinbeck
and Collaborator Robert Wallsten, a

again, as opposed to previous occasions,
no atmosphere of imminent war was
created.”

Egypt’s ma]or mobnhzatnon of Sep-
tember, ostensibly for a canal-crossing
exercise, was its fourth of Sadat’s tenure.
At the third the previous spring, Israeli
intelligence had figured he was just
bluffing. The chief of staff felt maybe he
wasn't bluffing. When no attack came, the
intelligence people felt vindicated. So in
September they tended to figure Sadat was
bluffing again.

The seizure of some Soviet Jews by
Palestinians in Austria on Sept. 29
distracted many Israelis. Maybe it was
planned as a diversion, Herzog thinks. -

A lieutenant in intelligence read the Suez
scene on Oct. I and saw a war coming but
his warning did not get passed up the
chain. The chief navy intelligence officer
expressed the same view at the same time
but “his appreciation was not accepted by

GHQ.” .

Henry Kissinger told Abba Eban on Oct.
4 that “nothing dramatic can happen in
October.”

Egyptian soldiers continued to fish the
canal and walk about without helmets.

Seeing planes flying toward Israeli lines
at 2 p.m. on Oct. 6, an Egyptian colonel
turned to a colleague and said, “What’s all
this about?”

I conclude that no country’s in-
telligence service can be counted on in-
variably to pierce the double barrier of its’
own preconceptions and the adversary's
deceptions. The Israeli record ought to
induce some humility in us all.

family friend and writer, have put to-
gether about 700 chronological letters to
friends, family, wives, girl friends, chil-
dren—even Presidents. “John wrote
about politics, sex, love, child rearing
—just everything,” reveals his widow.
Mrs. Steinbeck, who will discuss the
book with the ex~New York City may-
or and rookie interviewer lohn Lindsay
on ABC's AM America, says that the lat-
er letters show a “mature and simple
style.” But the eariy stuff, written when
Steinbeck was in his 20s, is “purple
prose.”
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- Legal and Political Issues

" BY KENNETH L. KARST

- "For the moment, President  Ford’
and the House Intelligence Conimit-.
tee have compromised their conflict"
over the committee's claim of access

ta secret intelligence data. The imme-

diate issue apparently w111 not be i

taken to the courts.

But continued conflict between the

President and Congress over’ the
issue-of “executive privilege" appears
" inevitable, as each branch tries to
carry out its own constitutional re-

- Kenneth Karst tecches constitution-
ol law af the UCLA School of Law.

sponsibilities. At stake are not merely
the political advantages suggested by
the saying "knowledge is power,” but
some fundamental questions about
the relations among the three
branches of government in a system
of separated powers.

Both the current conflict and its
compromise follow a pattern set as
early as George Washington's admin-
istration. Most Presidents (including
all since Calvin Coolidge) have
claimed the power to withhold con-
fidential information from congres-
sional inquiry. When Congress has.
insisted, however, the Presidents
have yielded most of the information
sought. President Lincoln, for exam-
ple, turned over all manner of milita-.
ry and diplomatic secrets to his con-
gressional antagonists, the Commit-
tee on the Conduct of the War.

Since World War II—precxse!y
while our intelligence “system has
been mushrooming in size—Pres-
idents have asserted executive privi-

lege more and more frequently. Rres--
ident Nixon, until the very end,

claimed an absolute and unreviewa-
ble privilege to deny Congress access
to confidential information.

"For the most part, the courts have
avoided entering this dispute be-
tween the-executive and legislative .
branches. .Some commentators say’
that such disputes are not suitable’

for judicial resolution, because they’
are so bound up in politics that no le-
gal principles can be developed to
gmde the courts' decisions.

- For many years it was even
claimed that the President, as the
eémbodiment of the . executive
branch, was not only independent of

congressional control but immune -

{from the order of a couri. The only
remedies for a misbehaving Pres-
ident, President Nixon's. lawyers
argued, were the ballot box and the
: Jmpeachment process. s

Last year's decision in the Water-
gate tapes case. United States vs.

Nixon, rejected the claim of presiden- -

" tial immunity as a matter of constitu-
tional law. That case provided a po-
litical precedent as well: President
Nixon's . comphance with the Su-

. preme Court's decision will be hard
for future presidents to ignore.

The Nixon case, however, did not
’deal with executive privilege against
a congressional subpoena, but rather
with the President's refusal to.com-

‘ply with a subpoena issued by Judge

John Sirica at the request of the

Watergate Special Prosecutor. Furth-

ermore, as the court carefully noted, .

. the privilege asserted by -President

Nixon was based only on the general

interest in confidentiality of presiden- = -
tial communications, and not on any .

concern about "state secrets" of -a

.military or diplomatic kind. .

The differences bétween the Nixon,
case and the current President-ver-
sus-Congress dispute are not merely’
formal; they are substantial enough.
to permit the executive branch to-
keep on arguing two positions regu-
larly taken by President Ford's pre-
decessors.

First, the President may asgue Lhat -

the courts should stay out of the eon-
flict between the two polmcal
‘branches of the government. -

Second, if the courts do decide to
rule; the President may argue that
"state secrets" are absolutely privi-
leged, so that the mere claim of the
privilege "bars the other branches
from reviewing the President's deci-
sion.

Both arguments are part of a lar-.
ger question about the relationship’
between law and discretion in the
governmental system. The. question.
pervades our constitutional law.
When a court holds a statute uncon-
stitutional, it is saying, that the legis-
lature has crossed over the boundary
‘of its discretionary power, a bounda—
1y defined by law. :

Some- questions are conceded to he' )

entirely within the discretion of one
of the political branches, beyond a
court’s power to review. Thus no

court will second-guess the Pres-

ident's decision whether to recognize

a foreign government. Part of the -
Teason for this deference to the Exec-
"utive is a deliberate choice to let such .
-decisions be determined by discre- -
- tionary considerations rather than

principle. A similar argument is
heard from those who bid the courts
to let. Congress and the President
work out their own disputes over ex~
ecutive privilege.

~ Consider, for example, the mcxdent

.that President Ford used to justify .

demanding the return of material he

‘had 'already. supplied -to the House
" committee. The committee published
. part of a Defense Intelligence Agen-

cy summary written in 1973 just be-

‘fore war broke out in the Middle East. -
" The CIA had objected to publishing- -

four words in' the document hinting
that U.S. intelligence had detected

Egyptian efforts to tighten communi-
.cations security. The committee in-"
. cluded the four words in its release. .
It is at least doubtful whether the in-

telligence system was damaged by

been published last year in the book
Kissinger,". by Marvin and Bernard"
Kalb. But is a court equipped to-
make such a determination in decidsi
ing whether to order the President to:
turn over materlal to Congress? - 1

.Of ‘course’ riot. But.putting the;

fquestwn in this way is-misleadings

Practically everyone agrees that dis-
cretion, and. not law, must- govern
the.decision whether to keep military.
and diplomatic information secret.
But whose discretion?

The courts can avoid exerclsmg :
their own discretion in individual
cases by recognizing that the Consti-
tution requires the President to give:

- Congress any information it seeks in

carrying out its legislative responsi-
bilities. That would be a ruling of law
in the classical sense, drawing the

boundary linés of the dlscreuonary

power of the two political branches.
The claim that military and diplo--

‘Matic secrets are different, demands
_ ing an absolute privilege, is based on.

the idea that some powers are “inher-
ent" in the Presidency. Claims of in::
herent constitutional power," since' :

~they rest on no.textual base, are al-:

ways claims of necessity—that -the’
office cannot-be performed withiout,
the power in questxon The President”
does bear primary responsibility for®
dealing with other countries and Tof"
admm)stermg the armed forces!

‘Some measure of secrecy undoubted-.
ly is necessary in both functions. The.
President's task probably- would be-

. easier if "leaks" were confined to Ex~

‘ecutive officials. But to keep secrets.
from congressional committees is fo
deny Congress the power to fulfill its'
own constitutional obligations. '

Merely providing money for the in-,
telligence system is a weighty re-

sponsibility. Informed guessing places

the annual budget for the CIA alone

*in’ the range of - $1 billion. Congress

has a "need to know" how that mon-r
ey is spent. , B ¢

Beyond the momtormg of eff1c1en~
cy, though, Congress has a duty that
is even more critical. The Constitu-,
tion empowers Congress to "declare
War," to "raise and support Armies,"’
.and to "provide and maintain a
Navy"—in other words, to make rml—
itary policy.

If Congress has tended to abdxcabe

‘that responsibility to the President:

during the last generation, one im-
portant reason lies in the very secre-;
¢y that Presidents have maintained,

" in the name of executive privilege.

Control over the flow of information.
has been a major contributor to the’
growth of "the imperial Presidency.”
No one should assume that this
‘trend can be reversed by a Supreme’
"‘Court decision against the President”
on the question of executive privilege:
against congressional inquiry. Pres-
idents can bury congressional staffs,

~under avalanches of trivia. And, as,
© - Vietnam and Watergate showed,

Presidents can lie.
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Privacy

Files fly open

Eming congressonal power surely’ i - c

wauld enccurage Cengress in its ef- "Fundamental to our way of life is"
Jort to reassert its responsibility, and  the belief - that where information
wnuld help all of us to reaffirm our . which properly belongs to the public.
responsibilities as citizens. i is systematically withheld by those.in

Beyond the issue of congressional’ power, the people soon become ig-
arcess lies 2 basic question of seif- norant of their own aifairs, distrust-
government. No one has stated the  ful of those who manage them and

geoint more eloguently than former -—eventually—incapable of deter,-_.

“The list is endless” said President
.Ford at the dedication of the new law.
school building at Stanford University in
Palo Alto, California. He was speaking
indignantly about the mountain of

President Nixon himself, just three  mining their own destinies." s

menths before the Watergate break-

NE#4 YORK TIMES
10 Cctober 1975

WIDERROLE ASKED
FORRESEARCH UNT

By HAROLD M. SCHMECK JR.
Spectat to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Oct. 9—A
national commission that has
already made an important im-
patt on edical research policy
in the United States would be
transformed into a permanent
body with far breader member-
ship and responsibility by H
hill introduced teday by three
Senators.

The purpose of the changes,
Sepator Edward M. Kennedy
said, is to upgrade the impart-
ance and tmpact of the commis-
sion’s work and also to bring
secret govermment research, in-
cluding research by the Pen-
tagon and the Central Intelli-
geace Agency, under scrutiny.
The Massachusetts Democrat is
the bill’s main sponsor. Cospon-
Sors are Senators Jacob K.
Javis, reprblican of New York,
2nd Richard S. Schweiker, re-
publican of Pennsylvania.

The panel is named the Na-
tional Commission for the
Frotection ¢f Human Subjects
of Biomedical and Behavioral|
Research. Congress established
it last year to advise the De-
‘partment of Health, Education
and Weifare over a two-year
period on the valee, ethics and
propriety of research involving
Fumans. .

The bill would establish a
.germanent Presidential com-
mission to serve in tie same
advisory role concerning ali fe-
derally funded research.

Tie present tommission first
met last December. Following
recommendations the panel
made in May, the HEW. De-
partment lifted a ban on re-
=search on tie living human fe-
s that had existed for almost
® year.

Tie commission is now inves-
#igating psychosurgery and re-
search invelving prisoners and
wentally  retarded persons——
subjects of considerable con-
Troversy.

Senator Kennedy said In aj
statement introducing the bill:

“The rewelations of the past|
mionths concerning biomedical|
and behavioral research abusesii
in the Department ofDefensej

and the C.LA. urdersccre the
urgent need to expand the na-
t.onal commmission’s jurisdiction

. in the living bedy; and vrietier

- tamee and also vital to the

aad to expand it now.”

In eaddition to establishing
the commission as a permanent
body, the bill would afmost
dnuble its sive by adding, as

members. the Secretaries of|

H.E-W. and Defense, the dkproved FbroRélénses2004/08/08

i

ter of Central Intelligence and
the administrator of the Veter-
ans Administraiion, as well as
four Representatives and four
Senators. ' o ]

The purpose in' adding the
‘Federal agency heads, Mr. Ken-
-nedy said, is “to provide a
mechanism whereby top secret
research can be reviewed by
those members ef the commis-
sion who have such clearance.”

A Senate Health subcommit-
tee, of which Mr. Kennedy is
chairman, held %earings recent-
Iy on secret drug experiments
javolving human subjects spon-
sored by the Defense Depart-
ment and the C.LA. He said
it was known that research
iavolving LSD bad been carried
aut without the subjects’ know-
ledge or consemt and without
proper medical supervision. He
said at least ane death and
several suicide attempts result-
ed.

The present commission, ap-
pointed last fali by the HEW.
iSecretary consists of 11 mem-
bers whose fields cover a brozad
Tange of subjects, including me-
dical soience, ethics, theology
and law. .

None of the members is a
Government official. All of the
cemimission meetings have been
held in public,” and all of its
decuments, incleding prelimin-
agy draft reports, have -been
made available to the press
and to other interested indivi-
duals and groups. .

The openness of the commis-
sion’s operations in dealing

with highly coutreversial mat-|

ters has been its hallmark. Its
mandate from Congress was
to investigate isswes that have
troubled elements of the gener-
ai public and have produced
mach angry debate—such ques-
tioms as whether it is justifiable
to give a drug to a fetus that
was about to beabortedto

study the behavior of that drug

it is proper to destroy tissues
in the human brain to alter
human behavior.

it was also {o study the
question whether research can
be done on chiidren, on the
peor, on prisoners or on the
mentally incormpetent without
irfringing on their basic civil
Tights.

The major issues before the
cemmission are widely believed
to be of major social impor-

gathering of scientific know-
Jedge important to human
hezith and well-being.

The commission has con-
tracted for expert studies to

gauge the exteat and naturej

of research that has been done
in fields that come within its
purview as well as monographs

files on individual citizens kept, quite
legitimately, by agencies of the federal
government and the “relentless invasion”
of privacy which they represent. The
files range from those on the Rosen-
bergs, executed 18 years ago for giving
atomic secrets to the Russians, to those
of the Export-Import Bank on applica-
tions for garage space.

Now the agencies are compelled to
let the public know what files they
keep and hundreds of civil servants
have been busy for months compiling
the lists. There are said to be at least
8,000 “record systems”, perhaps many
more, made possible by the computer
revolution and containing 92 billion
pages of records. Congress tried to
prise these open in 1967 by passing
the Freedom of Information Act, but it
proved to contain too many loopholes
and possibilities for delay and obstruction.
Last year Congress adopted amend-
ments, known as the Privacy Act, which
came into force on September 27th.
These give people the right to see the
files kept on them, to challenge the
information and demand its correction
if it is inaccurate. But there are still
exempt areas such as records kept by
the Central Intelligence Agency, law
enforcement agencies and the Secret
Service. Whether the Rosenbergs’ sons
will ever see their parents’ records is
doubtfui.

Curiously, in view of Mr Ford’s
anguish over the big brotherhood of the
bureaucracy, the amendments were
passed over his veto. But he was acting
on the advice of the federal agencies.
He himself, when vice president, had
helped to forward the bill. Besides giving
people access to their files, the act lays
down rules for the collection and use of
the information they contain. It also
sets up the Privacy Protection Study
Commussion, which will concentrate on
invasions of the privacy of individuals
in the private sector.

in public. In the view of many
who have observed the commis-
sion in action, its deliberations

o the ethical issucs invelved.

have been responsible and rea-| -
sonable. There have been sharpj
differences of opinion among|
its menbers, but there has beeni
a large degree of consonsus‘t
amorg them on the recommen-

. I EDBY¥:00432R000100380006-0
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ﬁfui*quis Childs C . :"enove lhe weapons that had a potentxalu{

. b =T estruction with nucléar warheads of at
T .. R - least one third of the Urniited States,

: . G om o g MeCone is known to have strong feelings’

n @ ar@h @f aout the responsiklity of the director and

- his relationship with his subordinates. It is

intolerable that free-wheeling cperations-

shouid €0 on at the order of thuse two or

{three down the line without the knowledge:

~€0iby S %um@sse

Wanted: "A man of stature, poise,

distinction, objectivity, experience in -

- sinfighting in the jungle of Washington
bureacracy, to {ill position of great
responsxbxhty Salary: $42,500 a year.
While it has not gone so far as a want ad,
the search is on for a successor to Wllham
E. Colby as director of the CIA.

- A number of names are in the hopper
but the catch is finding the right man
willing to take a post bound to be difficuit
and full of friction and animosity. .

For the new man will havetocarryouta
restructuring_of the intelligence agency,.
taking into account the amazing

revelations coming from congressional
committees poking into the vast internal.

* darkness of an operation thatranwild.
. One report is that the new man will not
" be picked until after the investigations are_
concluded. But that may be as a long asa

year hence and in the interval the CIA is.

plagued by doubtsas to its mission and the
‘nature of the eventual oversight to be
imposed by Congress and the White House.

The new director will not come from
‘within the agency. That much seems
_certain.

THE WASHINGTON POST
Wal ter Pincus

-function of intelligence,

He will. be an outsider,

presumably with ¢ expenence in the overall

but with. no

commitments to the past. - -
This greatly complicates the search

_ One name that cropped up briefly was
Elliot Richardson, -currently ambassador:

to Great Britain. Richardson served in the

Nixon administration as Under Secretary -
‘of State, Secretary of Health, Education
and Welfare and -the Department ‘of.

Defense before he  became Attorney
General. He resigned a from the latter post
after refusing to fire Archibald Cox on
President Nixon’s orders,
Richardson is said to have backed away
from the CIA prospect as though he had

-been confronted with a summary request

that he submit to trial by fire. He is
‘reported harboring high political am-

bitions, although his base in his native,

Boston is eroded to virtual nonexistence.
John A, McCone, who camé from the
outside where he had had a successful
career in business, is widely considered to
have been the ablest director in the history
of the agency. Serving from 1961 to 1965, he
was the first to recognize the 1mportance
in aerial photographa of the missile m-
stallations in Cuba. This led to the con-!
frontation with Moscow when' President

- John F. Kennedy, forced the Soviets to’

Congressmnal Response

Tothe CIA Bndget

" on September 25, ata closed meeting of_
the powerful House Appropriations
Committee, members voted 30 to 19 not to

_receive CIA ard other intelligence agency

-budget figures. As a result, the full com-
mittee accepted without discussion a
subcommittee recommendation for a cut’

_of $263.2 million in intelligence activities

-mext year ~without knowing what the
overall spending of CIA and other agencies

.would be or what operations would be
‘curtailed by the cuts. :

Rep. Robert Giaimo (D- Conn) .
member of the Defense Appropnahons:
subcommlttee that looked into mtelhgence}

;agency spending, wanted the full com-:

_mittee in its closed sessions to discuss the.

'CIA" -budget. - According to Giaimo,
Appropriations Committee Chairman’
George Mahon (D-Texas) told him at the
September 25 session he could not mention-

intelligence figures to fellow committee .

‘members. “*We then had a long discussion

in secret,” Giaimo said Monday, **with
- (Chairman) Mzhon blocking from

discussion the secret ‘budgets of ing

telligence agencies.” . 1'
" Rep. David Obey (D-Wis.) finally
requested a vote by the committeé
members on whether the CIA budget could
_be dxsclosed then and there,at the clos

" hearing. It lost. For Glalmo, ‘the com-
mittee’s action was indicative that, despite
recent public disclosures, *these guys in
the House just don’t want to know" about
intelligence activities.

. Another sign to Giaimo that House

.members are uninterested in the details of.
" intelligence is that *“not too many” of his

colleagues took the time to review the
secret subcommittee testimony on CIA"
‘andother intelligence agency budgets once
they had been made available by Mahon.

" Mahon first' made the offer to his own

committee members at the September 25
ameeting, then repeated it on the House.
floor five days later during the first day of
debate on the defense appropriations bill.

To see the classified intelligence hearings .-

and budgets, a Congressman had to sign

for the material and refrain from taking -

notes. He also had to agree to disclose it
only to “authorized people.” A
On October 1, Giaimo sponsored an

" "ameéndment on the House floor that would

have led o public disclosure of the CIA. -

"budget. 1t lost 147 to 267. The. large vete
‘against -disclosure. was attributed - to. ..
- - "Mahon's offer to- mdmdual members to "

look at the figure.
However, few members had walked

' from,the House chamber across. the hallto ..
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" greater

other

of the head of the agency. .

Colby, who served the CIA for a con-
siderable stretch in Vietram as boss of 2
_pacification pregram, has been asked
_Several times about reports he will be
replaced. Each time he replies by pointing
to his commission which states that he.
serves at the pleasure of the President. His.
‘Tesignation will be forthcoming
whenever the President requestsit.

Both in Defense and State, the feehng is
strong thatthe CIA cannot be restructured
and restored to the primary function of
[intelligence gathe"mg S0 !ong as Colby is

- the director.

The complaint is that he has talked too
much and that in an apparent effort to.
.save his own skin he has thrown off op his
predecessors and officials down below the
directorial level. This is the bitter feeling
of many longtime CIA staffers whe feel
they have heén needlessly thrown to. the
wolves by the man in the driver’s seat,

In this interval between appearances
before Senate and. House committees,’
Colby is carrying onas though he expected

“to be in his job-until the end of time.

However, the raté of inquiries continues
high °and applicants w1th highly
specialized training are ‘ under con-
sideration. The CIA, if one takes Colby’s
word, is alive and well across ‘the
Potomac. Lo -

’

“the" Appropriations committee offices to
‘review the material. For some whodid not
.go it was the secrecy pledge rather thana
idisinclination to know the facts.

+. Giaimo concedes a slow move toward
disclosure—and perhaps in-
creased Congressional  oversight—is
taking place. This was the first year the
defense appropriations subcommittee, on
which he serves, ever held hearings on
intelligence spending. The directors of
CIA,  Defense Intelligence Agency and

- National Security Agency, plus other of-

ficials were questioned. In past years, only
Mahon' and a few  ranking committee -
members reviewed intelligence budgets.
This year, also for the first time, a detailed
wrilten understanding between the sub-
committee and the intelligence com-
munity was drafted on the use of the ap-
proved funds.

Mahon also has set up a task force
chaired by Rep. Neal Smith (D-Iowa) to
work qut new rules governing distribution

‘in the-future of CIA and other classified
_ intelligence

material and testimony
-presented to the appropriations com-
- mittee. Giaimo is on that task force..

With these steps, however, Giaimo and
leaders in the intelligence in-
- vestigation, including Chairman Otis Pike
"(D-N.Y.) of the House Iintelligence
‘ Committee, remain skeptical that as of

-~ today the House leadership anda majority

-of its members are interested in in-
“telligence oversight. .

“‘f As one of the advocates of investigation”
_put-it Monday, “When the hell did the

-House ever, assumeé its responsibilities . '
w1lhngly wnhoul bemg pushed "

R
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“McCone Urges Tighter Rein on CIA

pu roups” during the years of
HOT SPRINGS. Va.! girect charge of the CIA ey

- But he ‘said these abuses

T uPly —

‘¢ irector John A. McCone

Formecr. CIA! an4q ihat Congress also
1 create a joint committee to

had been minor ones and
the adverse publicity they
geerated had obscured the

protests against U.S. in-
volvement in Vietnam, he
said.

-said yesterday the intelli-1 5q5igt in overseeing the

|

" :jonal

‘because the

: ence ageacy needs closer |
“/hite House and congres-:
supervision even’
hoagh reports of ils mis-;
leeds have been.exagger-.
ited. B
" But he said CIA opera-:
tions must still be wrapped .
i1 a “‘cloak of secrecy” for
tae protection of agents and
intelligence
sission is vital to mational
defense.

McCone, CIA director’
from 1961 to 1965 in the
Kenneédy and Johason:
ac¢ministrations, spoke to
reporters at a meeting of
The Busiress Courncil, an
asscciation of top industrial
executives which he ad-
dressed in closed session.

. ile recommended that
the President’s National

agency. -
* BUTHE SAID the over-

sight, and intelligence se-
crets the CIA develops,

i should be restricted to a

tight circle composed of the
President, his chief national
security adviser — current-
ly Secretary of State Henry
Kissinger — and a few
members of Congress.

“The proximity. of the
CIA and its director to the
President and the National
Security Council should be
made more conspicous,”
McCone said.

He conceded the CIA had
abused the law and its own
charter in a variety of ways
made public recently by a
presidential commission

and congressional commit-

responsible and valeable
services performed by the
agency. .
AMONG" ITS violations,
‘McCone said, the CIA had
carried out surveillance of

Americans and the iilegal

opening of mail long after
those activities had ceased
to serve a legitimate intelli-
gence purpose.

“It was a natural out-
growth of a progrm to
determine if there were for-
eign influences or financing
of some of these dissident

McCone said he had ex-
pressed his views on CIA
oversight to administration
officials and had met pri-
vately on Thursday with
Sen. Frank Church D-
Idaho, chairman of the Sen-
ate committee investigat-.
ing CIA activities.

Asked whether the
administration had made

- plans for closer CIA super-

vision, McCone said offi-
cials told him they were
waiting to see what de-
veloped from the Church
commiitee’s investigations.
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| Ford

1

New

RS
nirols

yver the C]

By DavidS. Broder

Washington Post

Stat Writer

President Ford’s plan for reorganizing the intelligence
agencies will izclude a strengthened, independent inspector
general, whose appointment and evaluations will not be con-
trolied by the director of the Central Intelligence Agency, a
knowledgeable White House official said yesterday.

The proposal is also likely to include tightened guidelines on

covert operatiors but no flat ban
CIA, the source said.

He predicted that Mr. Ford
would wmake his proposals
public in a major speech
“within a short time.” and
said 80 per cent of the
recommendations could beé |
sarried out by executive or-

er. T

Mr. Ford is not likely to
name a replacement for CIA
Director William E. Colby at
the same time ke makes his
reorganization proposals.
these seurces said. But he said
a search has begun for a
persen  “‘of commanding
presence’ with 2 backgreund
outside the intelligence
community to take over the
vestructured agency within
the next vear,

The reason for that time
sequence, the source said. is
that “the President thisks it
would be a disservice to both
the country and to Bill (Colby)
to pretend that the problems
of €A can be solved by
replacing him -

The basic problem tihat has

emerged from the Kﬁfﬂ.o

. N

on their being pursued by the

Administration's. review of

intelligence operatious is lack -

of a method to evaluate the

cost and woth of these in- -

formation-gathering func-
tions. }

The same criticism applies
perhaps even more to the
Federal Bureau of
Investigation than to the CIA,
the source said, but the
President is expected to
concentrate for now on the
overseas intelligence
operations.

A major recommendation is
likely to be a considerable
expansion in the. staff and
independerce of the inspector
general of the CIA, a post now
held by Donald Chamberlain;
The proposal drafted for the
President’s approval would
take the appointment of that
cofficial out of the hands of the
CIA director and give it to the
President or his Foreign
Inteliigence Advisory Board.

The new inspector general
would be ordered to report
regularly to the Attorney

Vedd fFel Relbase R00108/08

Yy, O ;

CIA Under Law

" Fortunately for the supremacy of law, the
Justice Department,.with the approval of
:Attorney General Edward Levi, has ended the

recently revealed 1954 special agreement
between the department and the Central

Intelligence Agency under which the CIA

handled investigations into criminal offenses of -
-its own employes and their disposition. Under

the arrangement, the CIA, on grounds that it

would have compromised intelligence-opera-
tions, did not refer some alleged criminal law

violaticns for prosecution. .- e :
~ There is no way of knowing whether any

valid intelligence basis existed for various .
neglected prosecutions. But it should be clear

that a grant of such immunity would encour-

age lawlessness. Now Assistant Attorney Gen-
eral Richard Thornburg, the new hedd of the
Justice Department’s criminal division, has
written.to Senator Charles Percy that the CIA
is now ‘‘unquestionably bound by the same
requirements as other executive branch de-
partments and agencies with respect to refer-
ral of allegations” of criminal violations.

This is as it should be in a nation whose
Supreme Court has said the Constitution “is a
law for rulers and people, equally in war and
peace, and covers within tae shield of its
protection all classes of men, at all times, and
under all circumstances.” - .

Intelligence Advisory Board,
the Office of Management and
Budget and the National
Security Council, rather than
funneling his routine
evaluations through the ClA
director.

One White House official
iikened the proposed
arrangement to that between
the outside directors of a
corporation and the com-
pany’s independent auditing

would Le made available to a
congressional oversight
committee if Congress, as the
President hopes, sets up a
permanent joint committee on
inteiligence  operations, this
sourcesaid.

The White House official
said the likelihood is that
systematic evaluations of this
kind would lead to a reshuf-
fling of assignments among
the CIA, the National Security

l:r_'r%J mz 00241 Mﬁéméﬂmr intelligence
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Inquiries ha

By LES PEARSON
Globa-Democrat Staff Writer

Recent investigations of the

" Central Intelligence Agency

_ have seriously hampered in-
telligence-gathering activities
of the agency around the
world, CiA Director William
E. Colby says.

But the agency’s work must
continue for the good of the
country, he said here Tues-
day.

. “THERE IS much mte!lp
gence that is accessible that

© we can’t get-now because the
other sxde is aware of our
method of operation,” Colby
told newsmen at a press
confererce m the St Louns
Club.- -

Colby said there is some
lrss of information because

“‘they have been alerted to

the. fact that wa're able m
obtam it Ly

And he said foreign’ agents

wheo have helped the CIA now
are saying, *‘I'm sorry. I
.caa’t continue to do this.”
because of pressures’ pro-
duced by recent exposure of

- the' agent’s methods. -
But he said, **We hve even
here in St. Louis, within 30
minutes of a nuclear missile,

-Fn., Oct: 3, 1975

TMOCRAT

; ﬁ ey
'\i’ S 8
and we have to. know what
kind of missiles to expect in
the future.”

COLBY. SAID the ClA
nzeds to maintian up-io-date

_information on such things as

weaponry_in order i¢ main-
tain adequate U.S. defenses, .

Colby refused to say wheth-

ar the CIA bas an annual

budget sf $730 million.- -,
“I'have taken the position I

" cana't comment on that. To do
"so would provide the startihg

information from which alil
other- information could be
obtained,” he said. ;.- .
On the need for secrecy,
Colby said: “‘We don't take

" the position that nothing can,

be revealed, but we aiso dor’t
‘believe that everythmg should
be revealed.” :
Colby -explained that hxs
trip to St. Louis to meet
informally with'an group of
St. Louis leaders was part of
his responsibility to make
sure Americans know the na-
wre of the CIA’s intelligence-
gathering efforts and the im-
portance of continuing them.

COLBY, PHO has taken a- -

new, open stance as CIA
. director, said he fas not done
" much :raveling, and has been -

Ios Angeles Timeg Times

JUNE LAKE ’MYSTERY’

; out of his office in Ld‘l"‘lé]

Va., peraaps 16 or 12 times
duunu the last year or ,ea.-
L and- dhall

(Richard \I Helms and
other former CIA directors
have been somewhat inacces-
sible to newsmen, and efforts
have heen made to mask the

. agency’s budget and even the
- .agency’s physical locadon in

lhe Washington, D.C., area
Colby said there are “many

necessary secrets in our bust- .
ness,”” but added: “We have as

ot of secrets in Amerxca and»
we respect them. i

“We have socrecj of the:
ballot, secrecy in.grand jury.
-Iot iike -

testimony. We are 2
you newsmen. We must pro-
tect the sources of our inteili-
gence just like a newsman. if
you expose those sources, you
won't be able to- use, them
anymore.” e

COLBY DEN!ED any

rnowledge of a report that E.
Howard Hunt was order<d to
assassinate syndicated col-.
umnist Jack A1derso'l when
Hunt was a ClA agent.”

“I' never heard: anythmc
about that until Sundav morn-
ing when I read it in the.
Washington Post,” he said.

Colby said ke looked into
! the report within the 1A but
could find ro one 1o substanti-

" ate the ajlegatien.
Hunt reportediy told hus ’

former- CIA associates that

“the order to kil} Anderson was

canceled at the last minute,

but enly after a plan had been

- devised to make the ‘column-
- ist's death appear accidental.

Colby, when asked abouta

" CIA office in St. Louis, replied
that it has two functions — to
stay in touch with area in-
formants and to “investigate
applications -of contractors
who want to do busmess wuh
us”

COLBY WOULD ot say
who the contractors were;

! other than to indicate they:

might be doing business with
‘the government in an intelli-
gence-gathering capacity.

" He said the CIA's domestic
activities, which have brought
charges that the agency has
been spying on citizens, have
diminishea considerably.

" The agency has been doing

**other things than pure intel-
ligence™ and all-have been’
within federal laws governing,
the CIA, Colby said. .

N

2*He ‘translates unclassified Russian publications.
_-*I studied to become a doctor,” Vorobyoff said. "But thé

With the CEA He-

_* !s, a Spy He’s Not

_-BY CHARLES HILLINGER

Times Stalt Writer

IR
Y -
5 °-\

tenous figure ever since he settled in this High Sxerra
hamlet a year ago.

© "He's a spy for the CIA," insisted a merchant echomg :

the suspicions of several townspeople.'"But we can't un-

derstand what someone from the CIA would be doing in .

thzs place. What's there to spy on in June Lake?2"-

* 'June Lake, population 460, is 2 Mono County mountain
community clustered around a 7, 650 -foot-high lake by the
same name. -

""People try to look for more than there is,” laughed

' Vorobyoff 2 bearded, husky, 6-footer who often. strolls

through town in a Russian peasant shirt and trousers

‘while walking his golden retriever Kazak.

*Those who don't know should ask me what 1 do. Sure I

work for.the CIA. I'm agent 004. But I'm no'spy.”
+."l am a Russian translator. At the end of every book,
paper or document 1 translate from Russian to English is
my CIA identification number—11004. That's where 1 get
" the agent 004."
Vorobyoff, 32, is a translator for the CIA‘s Joint Publi-
cations Research Services, the official U.S. translation of-

) ﬁ‘ce which does work for many agenciw of the govemment‘.;

Yo

"As a translator I have trémendous freedom. T can live

and work wherever I choose,” Vorobyoff explained. ‘T
moved to June Lake because I love to backpack in the' :
‘mountain&“ :

yeng o

e JUNE LAKE,-Calif.—Igor Vorobyoff has been a mys-,

é.raft got in the way and I went into the Air Force. After

_that I studied to become an ichthyologist at UC Davis."

JPWhﬂe at Davm he worked part time as a u-anslator for
*] liked it so much on graduating I decxded to become a

 full-time translator instead of working with fish,” Voro-

byoff noted.
Born in Chile of Russian parents, he moved to California
when he was 4 after his father was hired as a Russian lan-

guage instructor at the Army's language school in Mon-

terey.
~“I went to Rusnan elementary and high schools in San

) Francxsco and I studied Russian in college. So, it was easy

for me to become a translator," Vorobyoff said.

*-He translates a wide variety of Russian publications,

especxally scientific and medical Journals.

" Vorobyoff has a library of Russian dictionaries, medxcal

and scientific books and journals as research sources to,

help him with his work. -
**It's vital to be knowledgeable about the subject cov-

. ered in publications you are translating," he explained.

*"And you must have good command of English as well as
the forexgn language because it's important to wnte read-
able copy.”

- Contract” translators such as Vorobyorf workmg full-
_time earn as much as $20,000 to $30,000 a year.

"On a good day I can do 1,200 to 1,400 words an hour

for eight hours," Vorobyoff said. "Translator fees var) (

from $10 to $30 per 1,000 words.

*I-use a dictaphone and emplay three typisis to prepare |

my transcripts.”
" Hé said 25% of what he earns goes to the typists.

‘When he isn't translating Russian publications for the
. CIA into English or isn't up in the high country back-.

* -.packing, Vorobyoff spends his time as a woodcarver.

- He plans to cover the outside of his June Lake home
thh 18th century peasant-style wood carving panels and
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Aries International is pleased to announce the
availability, by subscription only, of its multi-client
study on INDUSTRIAL ESPIONAGE for which many of

- the world'slgading firms have been waiting for over
fifteen years.

Despite the volume of books and articles on the
subject, thisis the first time that a practical study is
available, which discusses cases that have not been
litigated: gives pointers on prevention and protection
never published before gives practical data on litigation
and permits you to learn from the real experience of
others in coping with the problem. The Aries study is not

. a sensational or detective story. It does not just repeat
the worn-gut cases of a decade ago. but studies their
real costs and mistakes. It does not even talk of the fake
olive anditsantennain the dry martini, or the CIA.

THE ARIES INDUSTRIAL
ESPIONAGE ENCYCLOPEDIA

While there has been a substantial lowering of R & D
expenditures {as a percentage of sales) during the last
decade, by the world’s leading 1700 publiciy owned
industrial corporations surveyed by Aries, there has been
anincrease inactivities often incorrectly labelled as
industrial spying, but which are actually competitive
intelligence being on a par with, or better than, the processes
of rivals. Knowledge of real costs and alertness to new
products. These and many other everyday activities of
rmany progressive companies in the world are all
ciscussed inthe Aries Industrial Espionage
Encyclopedia. ’

Separate sections of the Aries Industrial Espionage
Encyclopediadealing with, how to manage, what to
believe and what not to believe, and how to act,
nclude thoszfor: s
Top Managements
Research Directors
Product Development
Engmeering Chiefs

Works Managers
Security Directors
Patent Attorneys
Computer Chiefs

ARIES INTERNATIONAL

Produced neither by a shallow writer nor a sensation
seeking journalist, nor by a detective or pseudo -
detective seeking security assignments from companies,
the Industrial Espionage Encyclopedia is not meant to
be read over a weekend and then filed away. Itis a
concise and practical working tool for the president,
legal vice-president (and several other VIP's) to the
personnel director, computer and patents men.

The Industrial Espionage Encyclopedia is produced
under the personal direction of Dr. Robert S. Aries,
chemical engineer and economist formerly on the
Graduate Faculties of U.S. and Swiss Universities. In the
1960’s many firms changed their security arrangements
on advice from him. In view of his 30 years technical
and industrial background. he is considered by many
companies as the most informed person on the subject
(see for example Chemistry in Britain, Jan. 1975 and
Manufacturing Chemist, Feb. 1975).

The Encyciopedia has appendices to be read by your

staff on the practical aspects of such topics as:

%k Electronic devices which work and which do not
work :

3 Spy gear and practices which are only in story books

* The real problems of changing employment

3 Company personnel and its temptations

#* How to fabricate fake memos for competitors’
consumption

s How to make your competitor's R & D work in the
wrong direction

* How to handie inventions

% Swiss and other “'secret” bank accounts

% The down to earth facts on microphones, cleaning
women, industrial spies, loyal and disloyal employees.

Naturally the Encyclopedia also has an appendix on

laws and jurisprudence by an American and two

European attorneys.

This individually numbered multi-client study costs
875,000 and will only be made available to those
companies who agree to use itonly internally by their
full time employees.

/fyou would like more information, we invite your
inquiry (on your company letterhead, please).

69 Rue Faisanderie, 7511 6 Paris. Telephone : 824-84-97. Cables: Ariesint, Paris

3/50 262 Lavender Hili, Lendon
Mtk jt‘ ko ,r o

o S

2300. Telex: 919066
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That endd trouper hashish excluded,
no drweg has enjoyed lasting popu-
iariey amaong illicit users in Great
Britaiw. 1iere f1as instead been a
Series af fads, drugs which gained
stylisk prominence either because .
of new jornd availability or the

. noveley of their effect. Drugs like
acid, wiethadrine, mandrax and
cocaing flered brieflv, gained a
Jew permanent converts, and pas-
sed owt of the mainstream of the
drug culture. It would be a pity if
all the signs that indicate heroin -
will be This Year’s Drug are proved
right. Because heroin will be a little -
more difficult to siuke off. Roger
Hutchinson looks at tire history,
geograpiy and politics of a drug
that mav become London's
lavourize. And makes g few
modes: proposals _ . .

Contrary to official pendantry, most
soft-drog users do not take happily to
narcotics. Tiere was a time when it was
not possibiz to force a beer down the
throat of 2he acid nead, and although
those days have passed, a purist streak
remains.

Rituah has atways played a strong
part in wikat the reference works define
as “the noa-medical use of drugs’. Ritual
in maay forms: preparing the chillum,
melting cpium on heated silver paper
and sucking its smoke through a straw,
experirzznting with the cardboard centre
of a toiiet coll or jam jars and sewing
nreedies—ail rituals with the purpose of
getting one high, but alt containing a
certain faacination in themselves.

It was 50 with the banknote, blade
and mirres. Although the ritual of chop-
ping grains info powder with a razor on
a mirroz, carving the powder into lines
and snorting (sniliing into the nostril)
the lines through a rolled-up note is no’
new trick, it has only been practised
widzly smong those who use illegal drugs
for non-medical purposes over the last
few years. It was introduced by cocaine
or ampheamine sulphate, two puwders

which have enjodpprovedoberiRel

“Rewaong. Se:

LR

INCORESIA

INTERNATIONAL _
- MARKETS N

w—ly US-

AND'OTHER

INTERNATIONAL
MARKETS

Doane 3
iNDOMESY s

The tlow ui illicit substances,

of late. These two are not phenomerally
seductive drugs. They are indisputably
hazardous in irresponsible hands, but
unlikely to lure the carefil user beyond
the bounds of sajety. They are answer-
able, however, for the introduction ofa
new ritual into the drug culture: a ftual
which combined with the honourable
tradition of sharing drugs, could have
sotry consequences.

Because the banknote, blade
and mirror can be used to snort

cakR SR S ROPT T 0hy

in the sharing tradition—this is no
longer a foreign ritual. Even if the
powder is heroin. And these days -

Tt frequently is. :

, High in the hills .

! There is 2 mountain range that stretches
more than 4000 miles along the south-
ermn rim of Asia. From the dult plateaux
of Anatolia. through the rocky Toba and
Kakar ranges on the Alghani/Pakistan
border, to the beautiful jagged peaks
of northern Laos, and reaching up high

6009003800ENEs of

vegetation will give the majority
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of this ;ange as being unczitivated by

mon. As indeed the major#y is. Butona
few strategicafly situated muare miles
from Amtolia 2o Laos is grown virtually
100% of the world's illick epium.

It is grown by hill tribes, whio grow
opium because there is lirtke else that
they can grow. They do not make -
hugely comfortable liveliwods out: - .
of their crop, & simply provides a living.
But the hiils are their traditional terrain,
and opium is their necessary crcp. -

The seeds of the opivm poppy are ..

scattered a few weeks befoee the rainy -
season, whicl comes-at the end of every
-summer. As the shoots begin to show -
the weaker planss are pulled up, leaving :
the more promising onesabout six -
inches apart. By maturity, the poppy’s -
petals have fallen away, leaving a green
+egg-sized pod standing theee or four

feet from the ground on a thick stem.
Inside this ped is the thick white opium
sap. The pod is slit, and when the s2p
has cozed out =nd congeakd (turning
brown in the process), it is scraped off
and paréelled. This dark, sticky residue

is opium. o
Each year Turkey illicitfy produ

100 tons of ogfom; India, Pakistan and

Afghanistan preducs 525 tons (most

of which is doestically cuomsumed);

and the Goldenr Triangle region of

" Burma, Thaitand and Laos groduces
1,185 tons.

As every tem tons of opim makes
only one ton of morphine, 2ad trans-
port out of the fsolated growing area is !
difficult, the nmerphine relineries are
usually not far from the fiekds. Extract- |

_ing morphine from opium is a simple
operation, anyway. Native chemists.

- simply dissolve the raw substance in

hot water, add zme and thes ammonia -
to scparate out the organic waste, and
filter out the chamky white kernels of
morphine. 4
1t is this mosghine, packaged into
bricks weighing roughly a ko each and
ting about £3D0 per kilo from its
manufactarer, which is smuggled to the
 hesoin laboratom2s of Asia znd Europe * .
5by packhorse, bant, or aeropfane. When
;the morphine has left the growing area,

1 the production of heroin is slready out
of control. - . -
Because it is pot necessary to own

;fnuch more tham a junior chemistry set
lin order to progass heroin from .
;morphine base, Reroin can bz made—
iand is made—in kitchens, garages, and
iwoodsheds by chemists whose strongest |
qualification is often the fact that they
have memorised the {our of five part
recipe. There have been legeadary
maestro chemists, spoken of eeverently
in the trade, with the mythical ability to
tum out 99.9% pure heroin, but the
average chemist remains little more than
a ‘chef’. -

The first four stages of manufactur-
ing heroin z2re simply the binding of
morphine with awetic aphydide
{vinegar to you and me). These stages
are elementary, znd produce a heroin |
of about 40-50% purity, frequently sold
as ‘aumber 3 hegoin’. A fifth process
may then he addzd by the discerning
chemist to purity the heroin 80-90%.

e

A £ eV
... Fituals with
a certain fascination in
3 themselves...
oimaio G an s e G R oot i |
This process invadves alcohd, ether,

hydrochloric acid, and the possibility l
. of a'lethal explosion (such as occurs ;
from time to time in Hong Kong |
tenement blocks). If the process is I
. successful, however, and it usually is, !
a delicate white powder is resultant. !
This is ‘number 4 heroin’, the foie gras |
of junk. - .- o i
. . P SR
The heroin history R
It was first synthesised by C R Wright, i
an English researcher, in 1874. He called !
it diacetylmorphine, made it on a stove,
and tested it on dogs. When the dogs ;
exhibited ‘great prostration, fear,” ;
sleepiness . . . and a slight tendency te ‘
vomiting’, this sensible mar: dropped his
project. Mot so the German Bayer-
chemical cartel. Displaying something
less than the highest regard for the public
 safety, Bayer decided that the drug they !
had christened ‘Heroin’ was a non-
addicting panacea for most of the ail-
ments in the medical dictionary. In 1898 |
they set out to inform the world of its
great good luck by launching an advertis-
| ing campaign in 12 different languages.
Bayer's heroin was prescribed for most
E everything, from tuberculosis to house-
! maids’ knee. Unbelievably. it was even
¢ sold in China as a cure for opium
+ addiction. |
Bayer sowed heroin and reaped profit

i

. | unrestricted for twenty-six years. By
| | 1924 there were 200,00C addicts in the
. ! Uniied States alone. It is impossidle that

the chemical cartel cannot by then have
realised the narcotic effects of their
product. A large part of the world’s
population was inadvertently serving as
guinea pig and manifesting the most
appalling results, but Bayer (or any other
. pharmaceutical company with an
interest in heroin sales) neither limited
their sale nor appeared to show any
great concern for their consumers. When
voices are raised against the heartless
pushers of narcotics, let not the inter-
. national capital which profited from
 such as Bayer go unchastisad.
Eventually, in 1924, the United
States Congress outlawed the import
and manufacture of the drug, 2nd
most of the worid followed suit. But
heroin is possibly the most consistently
profitable commodity that capital ever
bought and sold, and there was never
a shortage of parties wanting a slice-of
the action. Heroin smuggling was a
comumon crims. s

B N o R
... dogs exhibited
“oreat prostration,fear
and sleepiness...”
Howsver, at the end of the Second
| World War, heroin smuggling (and con-

o b5

" sequently addiction in the western world)

was virtually wiped out. The embargos on i

_trade and strong nationai security thata
i state of wer demanded had incidentally
blocked non-martial illicit trade. The
huge American addict population had
€aflen to less than 20,000. But the war
had effected other ‘incidental’ changes,
more worrisome to certain minds than
heroin addiction. The European work-
ing classes showed signs of moving
sharply to the political left; and the
Asian peoples were beginning to suggest
that the colonial party mizht be over.
As a sign of gratitude to the Mafia for
assisting the allied cffort in Sicily,
America flew ‘Lucky’ Luciano out of

jail and home to Italy in 1946. Never one |
to stand on ceremony, Luciano wasted
little time in starting to supply that
skeletal force of 20,000 junkies back in
the States. [nitially he worked comfort-
ably diverting the legal supplies of the
Italian pharmaceutical company,
Shiaparelli, to his own market. By the
time this was stepped on in 1950,
Luciano had built up enough laboratories
t of his own znd contacts with the Middle
1 East to import and process his own

| morphine base. But as the Ttalian police
drew closer, Luciano decided to move
his operation to another Mediterranean
pott.

Marseilles has a history of working- =
class militancy. During the war its !
communist maquis had been one of the
. best organised, most effective terrorist
: groups in Europe. After the war, asa

political party and trades union move-
" ment, the communists leoked even more
, powerful. But there was another group
' in Marseilles, lacking pechaps the left-  :
{ wing's fanciful notions and high-minded |
: politices, but compensating with quite a
- bit of strong-arm leverage and unity. The
| Marseiltes Corsicans comprised about
{ 10% of the city’s population and over
the years had developed an orgamisation
for self-preservation and material gain
that can only be compared with the
Sicilian mafia. There was no love lost
between Communist and Cortsican—even
during the war Corsican syndicate lead-
ers had worked with the Gestapo against’
the maquis.

Heroin~a strikebreaker

1947 saw the first large post-war .

demonstration of communist power in

" France—80,000 worker:. came out on
strike in Marssilles to piotest a huge

- drop in living standards Ordinarily, the

_ Corsican underworld weuld not bother

© itself unduly with such disputes. But -

. this time there was an incentive. The

. Central Intelligence Agency of the

. United States of America did bother

. itself with such disputes. The CIA con-

| tacted the powerful syndicate leaders.

- the Guerini brothers, and through them

. supplied arms and cash to Corsican gangs
for use against picket lines and union
officials. The Corsicans obliged, pitching
into strikers and sympathisers with a will.
By December the strike was broken.

In 1950 Marseille dock workers began -
to boycott freighters supplying the
French Indochinese War zone. Such
boycotts spread to the Atlantic ports,
and to shutdowns in the metal industries.
mines, and railways. The ClA once more
moved into action. This time we have
a convenient account of the Agency’s
strategy from a participating member:
Thomas Braden, writing in the May 20,
1967 Saturday Evening Post:

‘It was my idea to give fifteen thou-

. sand dollars to Irving Brown. He needed
it to pay off his strong-arm squads in the

‘ Mediterranean ports, so that American

|

1]

|
|

van n was
sold in China as a cure for
opium addiction...
RSy SN A SEARE LN &
Again, within a few months the strike
had petered out. In return for their
assistance, the Guerini brothers got .
" tore than just money and arms. They
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were granted a certain amount of .
Jegitimacy by zmy politician with a stake.

in seeing the ists weakened—and

that camp contained people ranging

from Gaston Dzferrz"s Marseilles .
Socialist Party to the Gaullists, ali of

whom were to tum several dlind eyes to | '

the Guerini brothers over the next i
twenty years. The Guerinis themselves,
far from basking idly in their new{found :
political favour, set about usingjtto !
create the largest apparatus for manu-
facturing and smuggiing heroin in the
West and possibly—outside Hong Kong
—in the world. ' ;
As for the CEA, it js difficult to i
ascertain whether they acted out of i
brutal cynicism or simple stupidity. We i
can be assured of one thing at least, that 1
they were faced with a choice between - ;
abetting the increasing fiow of heroin
into the States and stamping on '
Mediterranean communism, or ignoring
Mediterranean communism and thus not’
. giving their support to heroin smuggling.
They chose the former, and Lucky
Luciano had found himseif a new. whole~
saler from whom to buy the heroin that
he so efficiently exported to the USA.

The Marseilles laboratories contented-
1y processed morphine base (mostly from
Turkey, filled cut in the later years by
some shipmeats frem Southeast Asia)
into hervin throughout the fifties and |

j the sixties. The profits that they made
are beyond calculation. But throughout
that time—and this is important to
note—the Guerinis had so tight a control!
over its manufacture and sale that they :
were able to prevent a French (and
indeed European) epidemic. .

By the easly “70s, however, the fabled

“French Connection® was in disarray.
After so many years of underworld
peace, internecine war had finally
erupted between the Guerinis and a rival.
As a result of one skirmish in this
struggle Bartheiermy Guerini was
sentencad to twenty vears imprisonment
in 1970. The political influence of their
rivals was obviously growing as the
Guerinis” declined. But even they could
do little 2bout the American pressure on
Tutkey to cease growing opium.

Despite obvicus fizures and evidence
to the contrary, the American Federal
Bureay of Nagcotics under Harry
Anslinger had insisted for years that
American heroin was manufactured
from opiam grown in two main areas.
The first area was supposedly Red China.
There never has been 1 jot of evidence to »
sugzest that Communist China even
grows opium, let alone exports it, but

-Anslinger insisted otherwise for a decade. ™ -

The sccond area was Turkey. Turkey
in fact does grow epium-—albeit only 7 -.
107 of the world’s total crop. So i
America pressured the Turks into reduc- -
ing their opium-growiny provinces from
21 to four by eady 1972, with a promise -
to eliminate production completely '
by 1973, i

Alithough production never was com- i
pletely eliminated (and is now on the
teredse again) the temporary cutting
of supplies to Masseitles wreaked havoc
sith the heroin industry there, leavinga |

substantial gap in the international
market,

curtailed the powerful
syndicatale

This gap'has been filled, over the lust
two or three years, by a section of the
Indachinese community in Amsterdam.

| Their trade is both in morp'iine base " -
{from the Golden Triangle) and

' processed heroin {from Hong Kong,

. Bankok, and more recently Kuala .

i Lumpur). Despite the superior chemistry »

i of the Southeast Asian manufactures, it
, is considered preferable to smuggle
morphine base into Europe rather than
processed heroin, because of the rumour-|
ed existence of customs dogs able to
{ scent the acetic aphydride in the heroin.
| Today the drugs are flown either
! directly to Amsterdam, or via such
! capitals as Paris and Brussels. There is
no shortage of supply to these contem-
. porary traders, for several reasons:

L. Their contacts with the growing area
are obviously much more viable than
those of, say, the few rather bumbling
Corsicans who have tried to szt up

deals in Southeast Asia.

2. The withdrawal of the US Army from
Southeast Asia s left a sizeable gap in
the loca] heroin market,.a gap which is
widened still further by:

3. The succession of governments in -
South Vietnam and Cambodia pladged
to eliminate opium and heroin use
amongst their indigenous populations.

conwientious interest in his work.

4. The current Turkish Prirce Minister,

Mr Ecevit, campaigned for office.on the !

platform of allowing the peasants to ;

-growth in Turkey has now recommenced ;
and it seems-most likely thzt a sizeable
portion of the Turkish crop is finding its
way to Amsterdam. There is also, the

fact that much opium was stockpiled in -
Turkey during the years when growth
was supposedly forbidden, and that has

i recently been released in bulk.

i The Amsterdam manufacturers, while
their main market must be New York,

; appear to have few of the Corsicans® -

i qualins about releasing heroin to the

+ local populous. Amsterdam—~where the

" maximum penalty for possession of any
narcotic is four years imprisonment—has
a large and grow.ng junkie community.
Heroin also finds its way out of

. Amsterdam to Heidelberg’s hungry GI

community, to Paris, to Brussels . . . and,

in quaatities that are reportedly increas-

ing by the month, to Londor.

Deal gone down - — .

" Very little is understood by the Home
Office and by the police force about the
trends and fluctuations of dope dealing.

«.. by theearily
'70s, the“French connection”
*  wasin disarray...

[EER S

Four or five years ago it was fzasible to
make a comfortable living out of selling
hash, supplemented with alittle LSD. In-
deed, few dealers would consider buying
or selling anything else. Hash was avail-

- able in reasorable quantity at a wholssale
price of between £100 and £150 per
pound. Which meant that ources of hash
could be retailed for £10- £13, and stiit

recommence opium growing. Opium i

Bat, as anyone who uses the stuff
thesz days knows only too well, the days
of glentiful cheap hash seem gone for
good. Apart from the obvious effects of
inceexsed police efficiency under Robert
Mark, and less corruption (which means
that confiscated dope is no longer find- -
ing s way back onto the market) there
have Been a number of small factors
whick, combined, add up to a shortage ;

 of hash. For a long time, London served |
asa kind of entrepot to the hash trade. -

 —the stuff would usually stop off here

‘on itsway to the States from Africa and

| the East, and English dealers would be
givea the opportunity of buyingup. ~ .
reasemable quantities. This is no longer .
the czse. The amount of hash coming- .-

* from the Middle East has decreased '

" since the ‘troubles’ there escalated, and
what there is of it usually travels via

~Amsterdam. Also, it is possible that a

 shift Ias occurred in the use of dealing -
capitel, away [rom the risky smuggling of

" bulky, heavily scented hash and towards

; the smuggling of easily transportable,

i difficalt to detect powders.

. Whatever the main reasons may have

, been, the effect of this hash shortage -

{ is indisputable. The price of hash has

i more than trebled since 1971. A pound

j can cast more than £400, which means

I that fhose who have the capital to buy

i it mustsell an ounce for at least £27
- £301im order to profit. This has given
most dzalers a clear-cut choice: go out
of busizess or expand your trade to
encompass other drugs. A lot of dealers,

; certaisdy, opted for the former. Equally

; certaialy, a lot began to subsidise their

! declining hash trade with other drugs

* —amphetamine sulphate, cocaine,

! barbiturate and amphetamine pills, and

: more ktterly, heroin. As the rapid

- increase in illicit heroin imports has only

. really occurred since the early months of

" this year, the Home Office has seen

. littie =vidence to attract their concern.

; The anly figures available at this stage

1 indicate that the amount of illicit heroin

svized by customs and polics so far this

year i more than double the zmount

seized throuchout alf of last vear. But

seizure figures can be iaterpreted to

mean many things. They are about as

accurate a guide to the number of heroin !

users in this country as the Home

| Office’s officiat number of registered

junkies is—which is to say, inaccurate.
The Home Office will not learn of any
heroin epidemic until the epidemic is
throughly underway, and ‘preventive’
action is consequently impossible. R

Awaiting addiction

It scems that two distinct social groups
are in danger from illicit heroin abuse.
The fisst is the (perhaps inaccurately
named) ‘sophisticated’ drug users—that
is, the people accustomed to relaxing
with soft drugs, hash, LSD, occasionally
cocaine, who are by and large weil
informed about the effects and perils of
narcotics; but who are likely to be
tempted into dilettantish use, and who
are likely to allow their very sophisti-

leave the dealer with a living wage. There
were consequently many dealersinsoft.
drugs, with a growing cliente!z, and the
niage of the ‘community desler’ grew up
—giving credit here and samples there,
looking out for the quality of the hash

s
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! cation 1o full them into a blase accept-
| ance of heroin—*T know too much about
© these things to allow myseif to get
hooked'. There is a popular myth among
users of illicit drugs that only those who
deeply and subconscivusly went a habit
develop one. This is rubbish. While
some disturoed characters may be more
dfg.
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heroin itself has no favourites. Anyvbody
who wses the drug frequently enough will
» evelop a tolerance and subsequent
. physical addiction.

The second group, however, is more
distushing to people like Bob Searchfield
of SCODA {the Standing Conference On
Drug Abuse). He calls them the “poly-
drug’ users, and defines them as being
mainly young, certainly unsophisticated,
and usually working-class: .

“These yoing dnig users are likely to
be using 2 wide range of substances !
including illicitly obtained and ethically |
prescribed heroin and physeptone
{methadone ampules) ritalin and other
amphetamine-like drugs, barbiturates
and ron-barbiturate hypnotics, some
major and minor tranquillisers,
hallucinogens, patent-medicines, and
alcohol. As such he is far less discrimi-
nating in what he uses, choices being
governed mainly by availability and
cost. and to a much lesser extent
} Jesired effect.”

These kids inherited the illicit drug
- market ereated by the late sixties ‘drug
culture” without that culture’s social
pattem and conscious political direction.
. They resemble their Mod forbears of the
early sixties in their unpretentious use
-drugs to get as far out of it all as possible
But the difference between this gener-
ation and the Mods is the difference bet-
ween heroin and purple hearts. Because, .
although there are as yet no figures to
suggest that heroin has been added ;
m any great degree to their usval intake !
of barbs, speed and alcohol, should it do
s0, the resalt would be catastrophic.  °
_ Heroin isa dangerous drug in any forir.
Hlicit heroin, however, offers more !
- potential for overdose than prescribed
heroin simply because it is impossible to
gauge iis purity. It would be wrong to
suggest that death is the inevitable fate |
of all junkies. A ‘clean’ habit, sustained
with sterilised needles, pure heroin, and |
i distilled water can last for decades. and
; there are many o w@stify to that. They
d also testify to the incidental

2¢ts, such as persunal neglect, social
ostracism, waking after 2 string of
restless nights with a cold grey fog
around the brain, incapable, living on
junk time . .. time that is measured by
the hours between fixes. And if you
develop a heroin addiction, that’s likely
to be the time you'll measure for the
rest of your life, because there is no

ertains cure for heroin eddiction. There
are pussible routes to cure, still to be
explored, such as the Scottish doctor’s
acupuncture-based therapy which helped
Esic Clapton, but these are underfinanc-
ed backwaters of medicine and seem
likely to remain so for a eood many years.

In fact, should a heroin epidemic of
any size break out in this country, it
will be almost totaily uncatered for. Our
undedinanced health service’s notion of
a drug abuser revolves around the
anachronism of the mid-sixties Piccadilly
junkie. But even that Piccadilly junkie
would be in trouble today. The NHS
mukes fittle or-av provision for cure or -
even understanding of addiction. The
amounts that they prescribe are
kaphazaed and often unrealistic, and
their main answer to the problem seems
o be: “When in doubt, prescribe
methadone”. The aumber of registered
berroin addicts in this country fell
betacen 1971 and 1973 from 375 o
322, The number of registered metha-

1 asasocia! being, not to be divorced

1 forced into closure by 2 withdrawal of

done addicts rose from 877t0 1121,

...theTurkish PM,
MrEcevit, campaigned onthe
platform of recommencing
cpium growing...

But what of the day clinics, those
independent bodies that see the junkie

from his community and day-to-day
struggles? Well, during one of the weeks
that this article was researched there was
not one day centre open and available

to addicts. Some were temporarily closed
for ‘re-assessment’. Others had been

finance. CURE is one of the latter, and
its story is worth telling.

CURE was founded in the late sixties
as a day centre for junkies who werz
motivated to withdraw. Uniike the
Health Service clinics, CURE did not
believe that a transfer of dependency
from hercin to another drug was any
great achievement. So the drugs that -
they used to ‘ease withdrawal pains were
usually ‘short action’ drugs, and were
always taken orally. Most importantly, -
the addict was not removed to an -
artificially trouble-free environmentt.

He took his cure in the material world.

In late 1974 CURE found themselves
rapidly running out of money. They
asked the Department of Health for
money. The Dzpartment offered to
fund CURE’s monthly deficit while an
exanmiination into the organisation was
carried out. A doctor and a reader in
social administration spent three days
with CURE during a three week
investigation, and finally filed a secret
report which resulted in the refusal of
the Area Health Authority to finance
the operation. Only after this decision
did CURE see the report. They found
what they claimed to be 2 host of mis-

- representations. A meeting was then
held with the Probation Szrvice, SCODA,
Release, local GPs, the Blenhzim Project,

. and many other concerned bodies.

. This meeting agreed to start a CURE-
type ‘bridging’ operation on May 1 to
care for the dispossessed junkies. In .
CURE meetings a 22-year-old addict of
six years called Sheila Lane stressed her
need for support from some such
bridging operation. She had been in
daily attendance at CURE for seven )
months, and had surprised workers there
by her fortitude during the setbacks.

Initially the Area Health Authority
supported the bridging operation in
principle, and preparations were under-
way. Less than a week later the AHA
suddenly claimed that they could not
provide medical facilities, and on May
23 the bridging cperation folded. Ten
days later Sheila Lane overdosed and died.

The story is a sadly realistic indication
of the way that junkies are regarded by
the British system. The NHSs record in
treating addicticn is not so impressive |
that they can afiord to kill any |
competition. As one CURE worker said:
“The closure of CURE removed one

i answer from a field where there are a

“variety of questions.’ )

The modest proposals *
Heroin itself is no more of a problem
than gunpowder or the split atom. it’s
the human application of the stutt that
causes trouble, and ultimately only

o @ wiser humanity will learn to do away

with such pests. In the meantime, there

are two or three measures which could

be adopted by governments genuinely

concerned with alleviating the suffering

| caused by heroin misuse. o

i Buying the bulk opium crop from its

growers. This scheme, half-heartedly

attempted by the US in Turkey, could

be adopted with more conviction and

success clsewhere. While Adrian Cowell

i was spending 18 months with the Shan

- State Army in the Golden Triangle

: filming ‘The Opium Warlords’ for ATV,

. he helped them draw up a charter of
proposals to present to the US Govern-

¢ ment concerning the opium trade.

i .Being unhappy with the present

i situation, the SSA pointed out that at

! least one third of the world’s illicit

| opium could be bought at its source for

i about twelve million dollars, chicken-

; feed to the US Government. They

! would guarantee delivery, and if the US

; didn’t want to buy, then there were

! plenty who did. In 1972 Cowell deliver-

| ed these proposals to the American

i Bureau of Narcotics representative in

. Bangkok, Fred Dick. After Cowell had

" left, Dick shredded the proposals, a fact

i which emerged when he was fired last

f year. However, all may not be complete-

+ 1y lost.

Cowell testified before a Congression-
al hearing on the heroin trade, and was
later approached by Congressman
Wolft, who asked him to arrange a
meeting with the king-pin of the
Burmase opium trade for him. In
January of this vear, Wolff and another
congressman flew to Southeast Asia
to talk to a gentleman dubbed ‘the
Commander’.

They discovered that due to a
| shortage of world legal opium (even the
* US has been forced to release its
! emergency ‘strategic stockpile’), the

price had risen to betwesn thirty and
forty million doilars. It is possible that
Woltf and Co, on consideration, decided .
* to talk no more with Turkey, which
i would be a shame. Forty million doliars
! is still a small price to keep 600 tons
of opium (60 tons of heroin) off th
{ market every year. )
Decriminalising soft drugs, particu-
larly hash. The suggestion that cannabis
i use leads automatically to narcotic
- addiction is, of course, a laughable one.
But there is little point in pretending
that some narcotics users have niot been
. introduced to hard drugs incidentally,
through association with the illegal drugs
. trade. They came to buy cannabis, and
i they went away with . ..7 By classifying
 both heroin and hash as illegal, the law
. has forced them together in the same
¢ covert business. And while illegality
~ has artificially forced the price of an
- ounce of mediocre hash as high as that
of a gram of heroin, there is always the
y risk that indiscriminate users might just
" find the latter to be better value. i

Educating the medical profession
The notorious Petro aftair of the late
sixties was less a case of cynical over-
prescribing on that doctor’s part than
an example of the inadequacy of most
GPs in coping with junkies® probienis.

i Petro was pilloried becuuse ke associ-
ated with addicts whereas most self-

| respecting doctors would have nothing

_ todo with them.

Many of today’s clinics have little
more sympathy or concern for their
patients. Even the best intentioned

- tend to follow an ill-conceived plun

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CI%-(BDP77-00432R000100380006-0




Approved For Rélegsé' 2001/08/08 : ,C|A+RDP.7_7-.(_)0432hboo1oo_ssooos-o

. which SCODA’s Bob Searchfield des- nised, is a sound one. It is ceserving of
cribes as “weaning from one drug to .-more i i : - §uch as these. Perhaps an epidemic
‘ another o8 o another, with the | AR TR R RE T YIRS j s necessary before they can be
"+ supposed end result to be & totally o hero?n i seriously d.nscussed If they are nt){. the
! drug-free siste—the kind of state that -- i w-e . . | problem will continue to be what it
{ hardly anybody in this country lives in.” has no favourites,.. has been for 77 years—a direct result
" That said, ihe theory behind the - AR RTDOSIR ISRt R, - | of governmental naivety, stupidity, and . |
" *British System’ for treating addicts, _ . . Thehistory of the heroin ‘problem’ more than occasionally downright
that their dependency should be recog- is littered with well-meaning proposals : brutal cynicism.

DIE WELT
Hamburg, 12 September, 1975

HEROIN BUSINESS WITH GI'S BLOOMS IN GERMANY

In the U.S., agents infiltrate the heroin-traffic business. The number of
addicts is levelling off. In Germany, however, the number of heroin addicts doubles
each year. And a relatively large number of those are Americans -- GI addicts. After
the U.S. dealers, most of the heroin ends up in German hands.

The Army newspaper, ''Stars and Stripes" i‘eséarched the following:

3500 of the U.S. soldiers in Germany (1.7% of 208,000) regularly take hard drugs,
in most cases lethal heroin.

In the last year U.S. authorities confiscated 12 kilos of heroin in Germany; the
.German police seized 34 kilos.

Only 2% of all hard drugs on the market is ever confiscated.

Heroin dealers have sold 500 million marks worth in Germany; the sales to Germans
are included in this figure.

For the past few years, European distribution center for heroin has been
Amsterdam.

In the center of Amsterdam Chinese clans rule over the market; the five top man-
agers are aware of all activities, but cammot be convicted because they will never be
caught with heroin on their persons.

A kilo of Amsterdam heroin costs $6000 wholesale. A kilo is then sold in Holland
for quadruple the price. In Frankfurt a gram costs $120.  The seller divides the gram
into 30 or 40 portions, which he takes himself or sells for $10 a portion. That means
that the total price per kilo works out to be $300,000 to $400,000. No other line of
business makes as much money as the heroin trade.

However, no other line of business is so risky.

Robert L., 21, ex-dealer, complains: "When I first really started dealing, I got
a revolver. The police didn't bother me, I was afraid of the other dealers."

Robert L. belongs to a corps of ex-GI's trafficking in narcotics. These dis-
charged soldiers live, sometimes illegally, in cities where thousands of GIs and their
dependents are stationed -- like Kaiserslautern, Stuttgart, Frankfurt ,Nuremberg.

The war against the dealers is difficult. Americans chiefly rely on urinalysis,
the method which is more than 99% foolproof. Since, February, urine tests have been
taken from soldiers of all units without warning and under inspection.

_The urine samples are sealed and sent under guard from German bases, bases in the
Pers;an Gulf, Ethiopia, Iran, Spain, and England to Wiesbaden. There, in the U.S. Army -
testing laboratory, 55 technicians run tests on 3000 samples each day, each year 45,000
htcr§ of urine -- two truck tanks full to the brim. If the analysis is positive, the
surprised addict is honorably discharged from the Army.
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told of a urine ring falsifying the tests.
buys a negative analysis.
The price is the same -- merely $40 per sample.

The business of urine is only the surface of the problem. The main concern of
narcotics agents is a development coming this winter:
planted poppies and harvested opium.
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If he wants an honorable discharge,

In several months

If an addict wants to stay in the Army, he

Europe. And presumably the demand will increase with the supply.

~ In Deu

, Sp. Bonn
In .den Vereinigten Staaten unter-

‘wandern Agenten das Gewerbe der

Heroin-Héndler. Die Zahl der Siichti-
gen stagniert. In Deutschland dagegen
verdoppelt sich die Zahl! der Heroin-
Stichtigen jedes Jahr. Und verhiltnis-
mégig viele davon sind allerdings Ame-
rikaner — siichtige GIs. Uber US-

Hindler gelangt auch das meiste Hero-

in in deutsche Hinde.

Die Armee-Zeitung ,Stars and Stri-
pes“ hat recherchiert: .

@ 3500 der US-Soldaten in Deutschland

(1,7 Prozent von 208 000) nehmen regel-
madig harte Drogen, in den meisten
Fillen das todliche Heroin.

@® Im vergangenen Jahr konfiszierten
die US-Behorden in Deutschland 12

- Kilo Heroin, die deutsche Polizei be-

schlagnahmte 34 Kilo.
@ Nur 2 Prozent aller harten Drogen
auf dem Markt werden konfisziert.

@ 500 Millionen Mark setzen Heroin-~-

Hindler 1974 In Deutschland um; die
Verkédufe an Deutsche sind in dieser
Summe enthalten.

Europidisches Verteilerzentrum fiir He-

roin ist seit einigen Jahren Amsterdam.

Im Zentrum Amsterdam beherrschen
chinesische Clans den Markt; die fiinf
Top-Manager sind. aktenkundig, aber
nicht zu uberfithren, weil sie nie mit
Heroin angetroffen werden.

Ein Kilo Heroin frei Haus Amster-
dam kostet 6000 Dollar. Verkauft wird
ein Kilo in Holland dann fiir das Vier-
fache. In Frankfurt kostet ein Gramm
schon 120 Dollar. Der Kiufer teilt ein
Gramm in 30 oder 40 Portionen, die er
selbst nimmt oder fiir 10 Dollar pro
Portion verkauft. Das entspricht einem
Kilo-Endpreis von 300000 bis 400000
Dollar. In keiner Branche wird so viel
verdient wie im Heroin-Geschift.

Keine Branche ist aber auch so risi=
koreich.

Robert L., 21, Ex-Hindler, klagt: ,Als
ich richtig ins Geschiift einstieg, be-
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tschland blilt das

.

N

schaffte ich mir einen Revolver. Mich

stort nicht die Polizei, ich habe Angst

vor den anderen Hindlern.*

‘Robert L. gehért zu der Kohorte von

Ex-GIs, die mit Rauschgift handeln.
Diese Entlassenen leben, zum Teil ille~

. gal, in den Stddten, in denen Tausende

von GIs mit ihren Angehbrigen statio-
niert sind, wie in Kaiserslautern, Stutt-
gart, Frankfurt und Niirnberg. )

Der Kampf gegen die Hindler ist
mihsam. Die Amerikaner stiitzen .sich

" dabei vor allem auf die Urin-Analyse,

eine Methode, die zu mehr als 99 Pro.

zent sicher ist. Seit Februar werden

von  Soldaten aller Einheiten, ohne
Warnung und unter Aufsicht, Urin-
Proben genommen, e

Die Fldschchen mit Urin werden ver-
siegelt "und unter Auvfsicht aus dea
deutschen Standorten, von..den Stiitz-
punkten am Persischen Golf, aus Athio~

pien, aus dem Iran, aus Spanien und |

aus England nach Wiesbaden geschickt.
Dort untersuchen im US Army Testing

Laboratory jeden Tag 55 Techniker .

3000 Proben; pro Jahr sind es 45 000 Li-
ter Urin — zwei Tanklastziige, bis zum
Rande voll. Ist die Analyse positiv,
wird der betroffene Siichtige in Ehren
aus der Armee entlassen.

MiBbrauch ist bei dieser Prozedur

- - nicht zu unterbinden. Ein US-Sanititer
" berichtete von einem Urin-Ring, bei

dem Proben feilgeboten werden. will
ein Siichtiger in der Armee - bleiben,
kauft er eine negative Probe, ist er
nicht siichtig, will er aber (in Ehren)
entlassen werden, kauft er eine positive
Probe. Der Preis ist gleich: schlichte 40
Dollar pro Flaschchen. -

Das Geschift mit dem Urin tropfelt
nur am Rande. Die Hauptsorge der
Narkotik-Agenten gilt der Entwicklung
im kommendne Winter: Die Tiirken
pflanzten in diesem Sommer wieder
Mohn und ernteten Opium. Ihr Heroin
wird in einigen DMonaten nach Europa
flieBen. Und mit dem Angebot wird
vermutlich auch die Nachfrage steigen.

GeSchaft it den GIs

This summer the Turks again
their heroin will flow into

he buys a positive one.

PENTAGON YOICING
~ DOUBTON DETEITE

_Sti)d_y Concludes Russians,

* <Exploit Ties With U.S. .

< By DAVID BINDER
.+ . Special to the Now Zork Times .
» WASHINGTON, Oct. §—The
Defense Department is circulat-
:ing an intelligence estimate as-
_serting that the Soviet Union

:ment official who is familiar

is using the policy ‘of détente| T am very surprised they! that'the study, written by Wyn-

to. gain dominance over the
West in all fields, Administra-:
tion officials said today.

The document, entitied “Dé-!
tente in Soviet Strategy,” car-
ries the seal of the Defense
Intelligence Agency and is be-
lieved by State Department of-
ficials to represent the views
of Defense ‘Secretary James R.!
Schlesinger. |

A high-ranking State Depart-

with the 10-page study said it
contradicted Secretary of State|
Kissinger's views of Soviet;
strategic intentions, . . ‘

* ___Approved For Release 'zo‘gypisfgs :

would put out what is a paliii-
cal estimate,” the State De-

| partment official said. .A Pent-

220n snokesman said the study, !
dated Sent. 2, was “not class-i
fied” but would go no further.

Document Was Classified

The State Department official
said that when -he read the
study about a month ago it
was classified in one or another
category of confidentiality,

he copy made available to
The New York Times was one
of several given yesterday to
reporters. :

- 'The official went. on_to say

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380006-0

fred Joshua, Soviet Desk of-
ficer of the Defense Intelligence

Agency, was “rather critical— - .
that detente was,

suggesting
Tather a charade the Russians|
are playing.” He said he had!

_“disagreements with it.” |

Dr. Joshua, a specialist in’
Sovtei affairs, who was for-
merly at the Stanford Research
institute in California, declined
to answer questions about her
study.

The thesis of the Joshua:
détente is intended to facilitate
their attainment of ultimate,
over-all dominance over the
West” o L :

,.;-E_,,»,,»v,..
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She explains “dominance” s/

“preakup of Western alliances, |

the eviction of miltary pps»z

énce from Europe and (ie

achievement of Soviet domZ-

snce there, and the establish-;

ment of Soviet palitical,. m

tarv. technolngical and eco-

" pomic superiority worldwide!
“So far, détente has served”

BE4 YORK TIMES
- 16 Octover 1375

‘ Y IyIVe | |tion of a large missile, were
P AET WITH SOVIE'E ]! {of primary importance and that
A Y ! the talks might well fail over

Soviet purpases well,” she cén-. wble? price for every onces-

] in the following words:
tinves. “For this reason the; afon* , “The  United Stares is' de-
Soviets will not lightly jettison!  Asked to comment on this, termined to maintain the hope-
their détente strategy.” witimaté,”a State Department| ful new trends in U.S.Soviet
“Therefore, as long as the | oflicial said it was a gnod deal| Telations on the basis of realism
USSR is committed to détente,| narsher- than' the position of  And reiprocity. But it is equally
the .US. can step -up its de_i Mr. Kissinger. - . determined to resist pressures
mands in negotiations with the. ._ Last May in a specch in St. ©f the éxploitation of , local
Soviets and need not hesitate] ~Ouis. Mr. Kissinger defined the conflict.” .
to demand a clearly cqomar~ Administration’s detente policy T

tems, the officials said, the Na-

tional Security Council in Sep-

tember presented the President; ment reached in 1972. Moscow
with nine alternative proposails,! thetl agreed to limit its’deploy-
" and' Mr. Kissinger gave Foreign! ment of large SS-9 missiles to

N MISSILE CURBS. " "em
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iU.S. Officials, Differing With

. Resolution of issues

By LESLIE H. GELB
Special to The New Yevk Times

‘WASHINGTON, Oct. 15 —
Several authoritative Admini-
tration officials say the talks
with the Soviet Union cn sta-
tegic arms limitations are in
trouble. .

The officials said in inter-
views thdt the Adminisiration
was waiting for a response
from Moscow to its latest pra-
posal and expected that the =
sponse - would not move the
negotiations, now stalled, alesg
‘very” much. - .

This estimate stands in con-|
(trast to Secrelary of State K-
'singer's pubilc remarks en
:Sunday that “about 90 per cezt
‘of the negotiation is substam-
tially compieted.” The officials
said Mr. Kissinger was tryiog
{e be upbeat. .

. Differ on Significance

Some oificials agreed thzf]

59 per cent of the important is-|

' settiernent
" sharply. Many feel that Soviet-

Kissinger, Doubt an Earfy |

sues had been resolved, bt

said hard political decisioss;,

still needed to be made on sec-

;'cndary matters. Other officials!
‘contended that the nnresolved’

(issues. concerning the Sovial
bomber called the Backfire,
.the  air-breathing American
Loruise

missile and the defini-’

The consensus among offi-
cials is that if there is no agree-
ment before the Presidentia}
election next year is in full
swing, the odds against a final
will increase

American - détente could not
survive faiture, -
Problems in Accord

The officials attributed the}
difficulty to the three follow-’
ing factors:

GThe complexity of recon-
ciling Soviet - strategic forces,
weighted with large land-based;
missiies, with a more.balanced
American land, sea and air pos-|
tue,. along with the different’
directions being taken by the
two sides- in' the deviopment
of new weapons. ;

€The many misunderstand-
ings that the officials said had
'ben created by sloppy and hur-
ried negotiations between Pres-
ident Ford and Leonid 1. Brezh-
pev,” the Soviet party leader,
in Vladivostok last November,
coupled with seeral instances
of Mr. Ford’s and r. Kissiger’s
backing away from concessions
previously made. .

GImportant philosophical dif-

- ferences between Mr. Kissinger

and Defense Secretary James
R. Schisinger over the signifi-
cance of the Backfire bormber
and over how necassary it was
to conclude this pariicular arms!.
agreement with Moscow.

The officials also talked about}
what they wouid not, ay pub-
licly,  namely that Mr. Ford
would Iin kany .future conces-
sions to Moscow to the strength
of conservative opposition to
détente in his own party.

As a result of all these prob-

' Carry on cruising -

~ If a missile deal makes the Americans give up the new weapon

| cruige missiles with a range of

Minister Adrei A. Gremyko in:
New-York a new proposal that
he knew would be unacceptable.
" At Vladivostok, it was agreed
that .neither side could exceed
2,400 strategic delivery vehicles
defined as intercontinental land-

based missiles, long-range sub- -

marineslaunched missiles and
long-range bombers. Within
this .ceiling, neither side could
have-more than 1,320 missiles
with re-entry vehicles equipped
with multiple warheads.

Four: . major problems soon
appeared: on whether to count
the Backfire and the cruise mis-
siie'as part of the 2,400 ceiling,
on the definition of a heavy
missilezand on how to verify

whether a deployed missile con-
.tained multipie.warheads. - .

The Backfire problem emerged
because Mr. Kissinger never
stated at Vladivostok that this
new: bomber should be included
in the ceiling. When, at Penta-
gon, insistence, he later raised

the :issue, Moscow contended .

that. the Backfire was only a
medium-range  bomber
shotld not be included.

The issue of the cruise mis-
sile, was left ambiguous in
Viadivostok. The Russians sub-
sequently contended that they
assumed that any missile with
a range of more than 600 kilo-
meters {360 miles) would count.
Washington sad it had assumed
that: missiles would be counted
onlyt if they were ballistic, that
is, qaveled outside the atmos-
phete. Cruise missiles fly in the
atmgpsphere.

Iz Helsinki, last August, Pres-
ident Ford proposed to Mr.

re{nnev to include airlaunched

morg than about 2,000 miles.
This was nct aécepted. The
United States has not offered
anyrange limit on sea-iaunched
cruige missiles.

The issue of how fo define a
heady missile dates from the
intefim offensive niissile agree-

and|

.importance that the Russians

3093

Bezhnev Wants Linkage -

ance_then, Moscow has con-
tinued to emphasize heavy mis-
siley and wants to retain this
advantage. The Pentagon wants
it stopped. : :

The fourth major issue con-
cerning verification. of missles
with multiple warheads has
been settied in principle. Mos-
cow has agreed that if a missile
has’ been tested with multipls
warheads, all missiles of that
kind shall be considered as
counting against the 1,320
ceiling. R

However, Mr. Brezhnev told
Mr. Ford that he would make
this concession only if Mr, Ford
mada concessions on the Back-
fire® and cruise missiles. .

Alter! the National Security
Couiicil meeting, on Sepi.. 17,
had: considered nine alternative
proposals, Mr. 'Ford asked Mr;
Kissinger and Mr. Schlesinger
to work out.a new proposal
bétween them.

Nr. Kissinger presented this
proposal to Mr. Gromyko on
Sept. 21 in New York. Some
officials said it sought a bal-
ance betwden the number of
Rackfires that Moscow could
deploy above the -2,400 ceiling
with a roughly. equal number of
American cruise missiles above
the ceiling.

From Mr. Kissinger’s point
of view, it is not a matter of

be allowed a 200 to 300 Back-
fires, given .the thousands of
delivery vehicles both sides al-
ready have. For him, the con-
cessions are minor compared
with the importance of having!
the agreement. . ’

rom Mr. Schlessinger’s per-
spective, the benefits of déiente
are illusory and the advantages
of ¢oncession suspect. Officials
said he would not be ziarmed
if this agreemet were not co-
cluded, <o

(]

5~3 that counterbalances Russia’s lead in megatonnage, it will be worse
xraey than nodealatall =~ = . S ) R :

The nub of detente is Sakt. Make no mistake about it: they may be, are peanuts compared with regulating the
grain sales. visas for jourmalists, grudging permission strategic nuclear systems of the superpowers. If the big

tor Russian chess mas 3%:17 esé%ﬁ%rg?\giu /@fﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁzﬁaﬁéﬁﬁﬁ@[ Cert;:;l; rle;jliﬁzc;
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cannot, then the cornerstone of detente has ceased to
exist, and no number of toasts, documents and ballet
dancers can make up for it. Since the Americans and
Russians ‘are still groping for a new agreement in the -
second round of their strategic arms lnmtauon talks
(Salt 2), it is important to get this straight. :
Easier said than done The -results  of Salt l when

criticised as inadequate or worse, are often oefended on
the ground that, even if deféective; they did something.
for detente; at the same time other people tend to
excuse the inadequacies of detente in general by the
idea that the other deals between Russia and America
have somehow aided Salt. Clearly this cannot cut both
ways. An equitable nuclear agreement is what it takes
- to make the world safer; but “equitable” is the key word,

not “agreement,” which is too often and too readily used
with approval without - askmg whether a pamcular
o agreement 1s good or bad . ,

: CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380006-0

not going to buiid any more FB-111s; but it looks as if
the Russians think they may have a winner in the
Backfire, and plan to build a big fleet of them. So not
counting either could leave the Russians with a large,
uncounted, advantage. ~

But America’s cruise missile may turn out to be the
biggest problem of all. These missiles will be relatively
cheap; they will fly low (under 200 feet, following the
terrain), thus making radar detection extremely difficult,
and they are slow, which glves them a long range but
makes them fairly easy to shoot down if spotted. The
Americans have been moving ahead rapidly in the.
development of these weapons, and it now appears
certain - that by the mid-1980s they will have cruise
missiles that can be launched from aircraft, surface
ships.. or submerged submarines, will travel 1,500~
2,000 miles and land within something like 30 feet of i
their - target.  (Yes, really.) The Russxans are behind

~ in the technology - required to make such missiles, and

. The best of a bad Mirv )ob . ’
There are three main issues that must be settled as
part of a new Salt deal: - how to handle. multiple
independently-targetable re-entry vehicles (Mirvs), the
Backfire ‘bomber and. the cruise missile. The Mirv
problem is best-known. Salt 1 did not deal with Mirvs; the
preliminary understanding President Ford and- Mr
Brezhnev reached at Vladivostok last yeéar specified
that 1,320 weapons on each side could have Mirvs, but
it 'did not solve the problem that has skewered every
arms control parley since the second world war: how
do you check it? The Russians-as usual refused to
permit on-site inspection and would like the Americans
to take their word for it. The Americans have searched
high and low for a technical solution that will permit
camera-carrying satellites to tell reasonably well which
silos have the Mirvs, and which haven’t, without being
able to see inside the missiles themselves. They have also
suggested that it might help if both superpowers
physically grouped together their clumps of mirved
. missiles, in different -places from the un-mirved ones.

- But it seems certain that whatever is agreed upon will
leave some room for cheating. The signs are that the
Americans are now prepared to shrug their shoulders
about this. The best that can be hoped for is to keep
Russia’s cheating within limits, while looking harder at
the other two problems—whxch are hkely to prove the
sticky ones. -

Russia has relied much more on mlssﬂes than on
bombers for its intercontinental nuclear power. But the
supersonic Tupolev bomber (codenamed Backfire by
Nato) came along a couple of years ago and created a
new roadblock for Salt. The Russians claim it does
‘not have the range to reach the United States, and is thus
a tactical weapon which should not count against the
Vladivostok total of 2,400 offensive strategic systems
allowed for each side. The Americans reply that range
doesn’t matter because bombers can refuel in the air—
just as their own huge B-52s are equipped to do. One
possible solution is to count the American FB-111 (the
specialised American F-111 that is used as a strategic
bomber) against. the Backfire. But the reverse—
counting neither—will not do at all. The Americans are

NEW YORK TIMES - : R
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Helsmk1 Aftermath

e

Dr.. Joseph Luns Secrelary General "ot “the Nortn ™

. Atlantic Treaty Organization, has become the first major .
Western official to offer an evaluation of the con-
sequences to date of the signing of the Helsinki Declara- *
. .tion_Tlast, summer. His c¢riticism that' Moscow is not -
-living up to the agreement tends far more to support °
-last July’s skeptics than it does to back President Ford- .
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consequently 'want to put severe limits on their numbers

.or their range. The Americans feel that they should not

slow down or stop development -of these weapons and
sacrifice their. technological supremacy in this field
for anything less than a genuine and comparable self-
denial by the other side.

There are other reasons against a deal to limit cruise
missiles.. Their small size, their ability to be launched
from almost -anything and their similarity to small

- unmanned aircraft would create almost insurmountable
“verification problems. And the extreme accuracy of the

new missiles, combined with recent advances in con-
ventional explosivés, makes the cruise missile a useful
weapon for conventional war (and would require fairly
large numbers when used this way). So even a fzirly
mild Salt limitation on the cruise missile would amount
to selling the “same horse twice: not only would it
restrict an American nuclear-war weapon, but it would
probably rule out a conventnonal—war one as well

It’s the counterbalance . .
There is no good measure of the power of any
strategic weapon, but the cruise missile is harder than
most to fit into the usual pattern. Nobody knows what’
another war would be like, and how important the
special features of the cruise missile might then be.
Even if these things were not true, the Russians have
little to offer in return. The main elements on which
their power depends—numbers of missiles, and their
capacity. to carry heavy warheads—were set in
concrete at Viadivostok, and the limit on numbers is so
high that it represents almost no real restriction.

The Americans have in the past compensated for

‘Russian pre-eminence in numbers and throw-weight by

developing superior technology: such things as greater
accuracy, and Mirvs. Now the Russians have Mirvs and
are improving- their. accuracy to something near
American standards. The cruise missile is a major
element by which the United States can make up for
Russian superiority in other areas. It is important that
the Americans should not bargain away their lead here
merely for the sake of having a Salt 2 document to sign.

 Something is not always better than nothing.

-and  Secretary of State Kissinger, who defefided’ €ig 3
utility. and importance of ‘the Helsinki: Declaration and .
its pretentious signing ceremony. .

* As Dr. Luns notes, “the emphasis: placed on mt’er-”
national ideological struggle by leaders of the Soviet

Union has so far continued -unabated, as  have the .
restrictions on human rights in its own country.” And

lhe NATO leader correctly points to the vast difference -
in amtude indicated by his organization’s action in

notifying - Moscow and its allies of Western military.
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maneavers in Europe, while there has been no reciprocal -
; ction from Moscow regarding the current series of

“¥arsaw Pact military maneuvers.

Meanwhile in the Soviet Union itself a series of -
spokiesmen have made plaim that Moscow will imple-
ient the Helsinki Declaration’s provisions regarding
";xcreased ciwil rights as it sees fit. One of the latest
of waese dispellers of illusion is a Soviet .Foreign®
“dinistry official, Yuri Kashlev. Mr. Kashlev asserts that
“‘many bourgeois publications propagandize that which -

WALL STREET JOURNAL, Thursday, Oct. 16, 1975

. REVIEW & OUTLOOK =

" Secretary of State Kissinger has
been making public remarks about
the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks
that are opfimistic on their face but
certain to be interpreted pessimistic-
ally. His friends in the press are
writing that the talks are in deep
trouble. This is an almost certain
sign that Mr. Kissinger has agree-
‘ment with the Russians in view, and

Js now turning his attention to sell-

ing it to the Americans.

. A false sense of urgency has
been one of the hallmarks of the
strategic arms negotiations, partic-
ularly in selling to Americans the
series of agreements that have been
milestones along the march toward
eventual Soviet strategic superior-
ity. We are now being told that a
SALT agreement is needed to pre-
serve detente. At other times we are

told that the chief purpose of de-

tente is to reach SALT agreements.
And of course, that the agreements
are needed immediately because
this is our last chance to stop the
“spiral” of the “arms race.”

The facts are that while of
course each side competes with the
o_ther, there is no “spiral” and no
“race” toward some Armageddon.
At least not on the U.S. side. In
terms of real dollars, the budget for
‘strategic weapons has now declined
to less than a third of its peak total.
The aggregate destructive power of
deployed weapons has also sharply
declined as the weapons have be-
come more accurate. Technologies
are now in sight that would allow
replacement of nuclear warheads
with convenfional ones for many
targets, but the agreement Secre-
tary Kissinger has in view would
probably curtail them.

This false sense of urgency has
weighed heavily on the American

SALT in Your Eye - -

|

side of the negotiations. Despite
Secretary Kissinger’s preposterous
claim that the Soviets have made
“‘all” of the concessions, the only
arms development any of the agree-
ments has stopped so far is the
antiballistic missile, in advanced
development by the Americans but
not the Russians. Similarly, the sal-.
ient fact about tue Vladivostok
agreement-to-agree is that in terms

.of missile “throw weight,” or the

lifting power that determines the
potential number and size of war-
heads, the Soviets codified an ad-

vantage of roughly three-to-one.

A further and more immediate
example lies in the development of
negotiations since Vladivostok. The
ostensible purpose of these talks is
to work out the technical details of
the agreement in principle. In fact,
the chief Soviet objective has be-
come curtailing an American devel-
opment not even mentiioned in the
Vladivostok - communique. This is .
the cruise missile, a pilotiess air-
plane with super-accurate guidance.
This devélopment is the best chance
for the U.S. to offset the Soviet lead
in throw weight, and also the oppor-
tunity to replace nuclear warheads
with non-nuclear ones.

How this issue worked its way
into the supposedly technical follow-
on talks is itself an example of the
hazards of haste. The agreement in-
principle stated that the agreed lim-
itations’ on total weapons would ap- ;
ply to *‘air launched missiles” of |
over a certain range. The range it-

‘'self is at issue, being variously de-

scribed in Mr. Kissinger's state-
ments as ‘600 miles” and ““600 kilo-
meters.”” But the bigger question is
whether the term “‘missiles” means
“ballistic missiles,” as some Ameri-
can negotiators have privately said

-such a proposal would be worth a

- is contradictory to Soviet legislation and to the morality .
of Soviet society.” Charging that many Western media
spread. anti-Comimunist ideas as well as “racism and
chauvinism, the cult of violence and pornography . ...,”
he then asks, “Is there really anyone in the West who
seriously hopes that the socialist countries will some-
time allow the ‘free circulation’ of such ‘information’
in their society?” In other words Soviet censorship and
restriction of foreign . publications remain essentially

the same after Helsinki as before. - °

‘they understood, or also includes

the air-breathing cruise missile. Not
so incidentally, there was not one
military adviser in the American
party to Vladivostok.

".The - -one unambiguous thing
about the clause is that it applies
only to air-launched missiles. The
clauses on land-based and sea-based
missiles specify that the ceilings
are on ballistic missiles. So the So-
viets are now asking for an inter-

_pretation that would count against

the ceilings both air-launched and
sea-launched cruise missiles with
ranges over 600 kilometers. First of
all, we have the guidance technol-
ogy within reach, they don't. Sec-
ond, most of our major cities and
many military targets are within
600 kilometers of the sea, theirs
aren’t. Third, there is absolutely no
way to tell from locking at a cruise
missile what its range is. On this
point we would have to take the
Russian word.

Obvicusly, American assent to

great deal to the Soviet generals.
They might even buy it by dropping,
some of their more outlandish vposi- |
tions on other outstanding issues, |
maybe even throwing-in a cosmetic .
concession on throw weight to ease
Mr. Kissinger’s troubles with Con-
gress. On past form, this is the kind
of bargain we can expect, one that
codifies Soviet advantages while
foreclosing ours. :

There is no urgent reason to ac-
cept such an agreement, no reason
not simply to wait uatil the Soviets
are willing to strike a more even |
bargain. The technologies now on |
the horizen point not to a vastly
more dangerous world, but ic a.,
slightly less dangerous one. And no ‘
meaningful detente can be built ex- ;
cept on the basis of true equalityi
and true reciprocity. -
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Helsink| —A

Sov:et VleW

" By Alexander Druzhinin

The Soviet pubhc thinks hxghly of the part

the United States played in preparing and
conducting the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe. The Soviet Union was
quite pleased. with the statements made by
U.S. .spokesmen who highly assessed the
results achieved in Helsinki.
- However, alongside the positive assess-
ments of_the conference, voices can be heard
in the U.S. questioning the value of the
conference from the point of view of the
interests of U.S. foreign policy. These people
give the impression that because the Washing-
ton administration was not firm enough only
Russia has benefited from the conference. The
U.S. is being criticized for ‘having made
concessions” to the Soviet Union in the final
act signed in Helsinki, thereby recognizing the
status quo in Europe vuthout receiving any-
thing in return.

Is this an accurate evaluation? The Eu-
‘ropean conference set forth 10 principles of
security and cooperation in Europe. In our
eyes, they are all equally important for the
relaxation of the tensions and for maintaining
peace on the European continent. Since the
American critids areparticularly disturbed by
the principle of the inviolability of European Y
frontiers, let us consider whether the recogni-
tion of this principle is a ““concession’ on the
part of the U.S. which does not meet its
national interests.

True, the Soviet Union is vitally mterested
in keeping the existing European frontiers
intact. Thé recognition .of the principle is
considered to be a summation of the political

‘NEW YORK TIMES, WEDNESDAY,,

results of World War II. Is there any need to

reiterate that 34 years ago, our violated
frontiers resulted “in the loss of 20 million
Soviet lives in the war against fascism — a
system which sought to alter Europe s pohtx-
cal map?

'Fixing existing borders will be the ‘most
important guarantee that disastrous events of
Europe’s history will not be repeated. .

The Soviet Union will not be.the only
country to benefit if this principle is put into
effect. Are not France, Belgium, Holland, and
Denmark, which also experienced the horrors
of Nazi occupation, just as vitally interested in
making their national frontiers inviolable?
Doesn’t this principle promote the security of
Britain, Italy, and the Federal Republic of
Germany as well? Most certainly, it ineets the

_interests of all European nations.

Moreover, it meets, to the full extent, the
basic national interests of the United States,
as a country that has never been isolated from
the dramatic developments in Europe.-

Any major armed conflict in Europe would
inevitably involve American interference If
this is so, what has the U.S. “lost” or ‘“‘given

" by signing the final act of the European
conference"

It is America’s vital interest in mamta:mng
peace and security in Europe that compels it
to support the other principles laid down in
the final act which form the backbone of

peaceful coexistence between the European -

states: sovereign equality of states, renuncia-
tion of the use or threat of force, territorial

integrity of states, peaceful settlement of ; .

OCTOBER 8, 1975

- Reciprocity

MOSCOW—After
‘the -Final Act
. was  signed at:
- the Helsinki Con-.
ference on Secu--
rity and Cooper-:
_ation” in Europe,’
the West began*
making attempts
" to  reduce the¢
" significance - of.
the _-conference.
to- two proposi-: -
|~ tions: the consol-"
idation of . the’
postwar Euro--
pean frontiers
.(which the West .
claims is a great
concession to the Soviet Union for
. .which the'West expects repaynient),-
and what is termed
language the “third basket,” covering
quesiicns .of cooperation in. the - hu-
manitarian and other. fields. . .
_ It is-this latter consolidation that
is the payment that the Soviet Union "’
ust give to the West for the West's
'reconnmon of the existing European
. frontiers. In fact,  this appears to be
" the only point of interest to the West
J in the entire document. swned thxs,
. summer.

Any suspected or real attempts to’ -

alter frontiers have always led ‘to
. _suspicicn, .an. arms: race, and: ulti-

After Helsinki

_mateiy -to war. To -prevent these ten- t
sions is in the vital interests not only
of the Seviet Union but' of all other

/

“ disputes, and- nonintervention in internal
; affairs.
International cooperation in the fields of
- economics, trade, science, technology, and
environmental protectionn are all questions
discussed at the conference. The promotion of
such cooperation is now justly regarded as
something that will heip to ease tensions
among nations.

One will lose only when the prmcxples of
equality are violated, as was the case when
the U.S. Congress tried to force the Soviet
Union into makmg political concessions. By
interfering in Russia’s internal affairs, the
U.S. desired an exchange for granting the
Soviet side the most-favored-nation status in
trade. As a result, the loser was not the Soviet
Union, which is successfully developing non-
discriminatory trade relations with cther
countries, but the United States.

If one is to speak of “‘concessions,” all the
participants in the European conference have
made concessions to one another. The very
results of the conference were made through
compromise. However, this was a com-
promise for the sake of peace. The partici-
pants in the conference, by exerting coopera-
tive efforts, have laid down a foundation for a
new system of international relationships. We
believe that these achievements aré the best
retort to those who are questioning the value
of U.S. participation in the European confer-
ence and belittling the importance of the
- results of the conference for the U.S.

Mr. Druzhinin is a political analyst for
the Soviet State Committee for Television
and Radio Broadcasting. This article is
supplied by the Novosti Press Agency.

B&‘.‘Georgi"A; Arbatov

he document.
The Soviet Union is consequenf.ly

in diplomatic, -

European powers as ‘well.

7 It.is a mistaken concept that the
Soviet Union must “‘owe” something
to somecne for such a commitment.

- The Soviet people have already paid °

in full for the existing borders with
i what is most dear: twenty milion
- lives. Death is a price paid by many
b .other peoples as well.

" everything. it wants,

- “smart-money” _that it gives to the
. West - through tnilateral concessions

‘ formulation wrong, but behind it one

can easily discern attempts to under-

mine the effectiveness of- this major
achievement,

) -is-generally applied to provisions per-
taining to the intentions and readiness

. of states to cooperate in such areas .

s culture, science ‘and edugcation, and
information. Also
interests in solving various humani-
tarian questions, including family ties
and marriage between citizens of dif-
. ferent countries. On signing the Final

clearly its intention to fulfill these
- provisions on a reciprocal basis and
. in strict conformity with the spirit of

it is a distortion to ‘assert that‘now' :
that the Soviet Union has obtained .
-the, future of -
détente. will' depend on the size of .

_in its internal affairs. Not only is this -

The notion of the. “third basket”

included are the’

“Act, the Soviet Union expressed quite”

‘hard-pressed to understand the anguish
- with which this question is discussed

.in the West. As the Soviet people see

it, all these are normal spheres of
." cooperation that will develop along
i with the deepening of 'détente and the
growth of mutual confidence. This, in
. fact, is happening right now.

In terms of international .scientific
exchange programs, Soviet scientists
know well that it is much easier for
their United States counterparts to get
an entry visa to the Soviet Union. For
this purpose, United States scientists |
must simply apply personally to the
Intounst Agency.’

For a Soviet scientist to obtain entry
into the United States he must re-
/ cewve an official invitation by an or- -
ganization or a person who will vouch
- for the Russian’s “good behavior.” In
several spheres, contacts are simply
prohibited: For instance, if an official
of a Soviet trade union wisits the
United States in any capacity, he gets
an official warning, along with his
!.entry visa, that any attempt to estab- .
lish contacts with United States trade
‘unions will be regarded as a violation
+of the law.

-~ The Soviet  Union mtends to con-~
tinue developing ties and contacts in .
conjunction with the Final Act and :
other signed agreements. It should

~be stressed that. this ig a_reciprocal .
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 ‘mattér. The implementation "of the
“third-basket” provisions, as weéll as
" other sections of the Final Act, will
require efforts from both the Soviet

,and Western sides, especnally because -
- ‘of the blocks set up against these ties. -
The sponsors of the ‘campaign di--

“rected against the Conference : on
Security and Coopﬂratlon in_Europe
: expose their intentions eloquently by
" the fact that the full and true content
‘of the Final Act has not yet been made

known to the pubhc m _most 01 the

Westem ‘countries. N
In reference to the item in the Final
.Act on freedom of information, the

" Soviet Union intends to earnesily ful-

‘fill 21l provisions recorded. However,

"if some people regard them .as am .
" . invitation to fling open the door.to

. subversive anti-Soviet pro-violence

~ THE WASHINGTON POST

Summit P@smhih 1e's 3

T“o cheers are in order for Pre51dent
.Ford’s decision to hold a summit meeting
_with leaders of the. other main industrial

countries in Paris next month. If nothing
else, the principal countries can arrange to
stop maximizing

_recession and inflation. As -an added
bonus, comparison with other leaders may
,cause President Ford to see how
;nadequate are the men and machinery he

«has put together for managing foreign
, geconomic policy in Washmgton -

.. Behind the coming summit is the in-,
creasmg tendency of the major industrial -

-countries to perform as a single economic

- Mnit. Because they have come to trade so

.much with €ach other, their ecohomic
,,gctmty has become synchronized.

Thus in 1972 and 1973. for the first time,

the United States. Japan. Britain and the-

-European Common \larket countries all
sm gedsimultancousiyintoa boomand high

mllatlon In 1974 and 1975. the pattern was °

vemctl\e reversed. Thev all suffered, and
, continue tosuffer. high unemploy ment and
“recession. .
In retrospect it is clear that the phght of
fall the industrial countries was worsened
by the economic policies followed by each
ane. Thus in 1972,
“reasons, the leading govemments weé
stimulating their domestic economies. -
Business men sensing the boom ahead
bid like crazy for raw materials and labor.
The Russian grain shortage and then the
oil boycott intensified the fever. Between
Jm)e 1973 and June 1974, consumer prices
in all the industrial countries, including
-the United States and excluding only

Germany, were running at wellover 10 per

_propaganda, - or to fan nahonal and

racial strife, then they are laboring in
vain, Neither ihe document signed in
Helsinki nor détente - mll permlt such -

" the United States undertook not only:
- to. refrain from .interfering in one
. another’s internal affairs, but pledged:

. and organizations under the Govern-

.overt or covert act which might-do
. damage to the tranquility, well-being,

their problems of

partially for election’

occurrences. .,

- It would not be superﬂuous to ‘recall
that, in establishing diplomatic rela-,
tions. in 1933, the Soviet Union and

themselves to prevent all individuals

ment’s direct .or - indirect control,’

Radlo leerty -4nd Radio Free "urope
which have the-official backing of- the
. United States Government.

- The organizers of the present cam-
‘paign’ have intended fo distort the
agreements reached ' in Helsinki and,
- by laying morz and ‘'more claims on
‘the Soviet Union, to make it appear
as if the Soviet Union 'is violating .
-these agreements. This, in turn, will .
lead to a questioning of the. validity.
.of the agreements and of” détente as.
a whole

including orgamzatxons financed by

the Government, from committing any Georgi A., Arbatov is " director of the '

order or security of ‘the other side. -

Institute of United States and. Cana-.
.da Studies of the Sovzet Academy
of Sciences. ,

It is not clear, however, how this’

‘can square with the subversive activi- -

WEDNESDAY OCTOBER 15; 1975°

, Joseph Kraft

cent ay year

With mflat\on :

in unison to apply the brakes of budget

- stringency and tight money. Money supply -
was cut by 50 per cent in France and the

United States, and by more than 90 per
cent in West Germany. Economic growth

in all the industrial countries went sud-

denlyslack. . .-

As Sen.- Hubert Humphrey put it in'a
remarkable speech inr Chicago on Sept. 25:
- “Taken individually, these policies meant
- a slowdown in. economic growth—not
cessation. In combmatxon the result was
worldw ide recession.’

. Precnsely ‘because of the recession the :
two strongest leaders. in the industrial '

~ world—Chancellor Helmut Schmidt of

~ West Germany and President Valery -

" Giscard D’Estaing of France—have been
pushing for an economic summit. After
several meonths of fencing, Mr. Ford
finally agreed, and the talks will be held in
mid-November with Japan, Britain and
.perhaps Canada joining the United States,

. Germany and France. ’

The dominant agenda item will be
-coordination of economic policies to
- smooth out the rapid alternation between
inflation and recession. That is the kind of
subject which only the top political
leaders—as” distinct from finance

ministers who stick to technical mat-

ters—can talk about with confidence.

But with any luck at all, the political i

“‘leaders can organize their economic
. policymaking so_ as to smooth out the

i‘-ampant the - . _Germans,

policymakers in each’ country then moved .

"turbuient 1 ups and downs of the past ‘few
years. It may even be possible that the

_be better off if he puts a llttle more stearn
"behind U.S. recovery.. .

Though less tangmle a second beneﬁmal =

impact of the meeting will be the effect on
President Ford. Three days with the likes
~of Helmut Schmidt, Harold Wilson and
Valery Giscard D’Estaing should show

i - him that managing a modern economy is
serious business—the most serious .

political - business now going, and not one
that yields to gladhanding trips through-
provincial crowds.

Moreover, cqmparison’ with the
policymaking apparatus of other cotntries
should drive home to Mr. Ford the

weakness of his own system. Unlike the |

other leaders, he is not himself an
economist, nor does he have a chief

- economic .adviser to whom he can turn
_ with confidence. He has to thrash out

issues in a kind of guerrilla warfare with
his secretary of state and his secretary of
treasury. So the experience of the
economic summit should point up for Mr.
Ford a widely recognized point that was
voiced with special force the other day by
John Anderson, a highly respected
Republican leader in the House.

“The United States does not have a
coherent and comprehensive foreign
economic policy,” Mr. Andersor said.
“The major obstacle to the formulation of
such a policy is the lack of a White House
_mechanism ‘for resolving policy disputes
among administration officials.”
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For Which.
“We

tice is the case of Andrei Tverdokhle-
bov. It is not yet so well known as

. Bukovsky's, but in its way it is as.
. important. For it indicates the Soviet

fear of international efforts to protect
human rights. .

Tverdokhlebov is a physrcxst who

. joined Andrei Sakharov, the great So-
+ viet nuclear scientist and defender of

"/ freedom, in’ forming the Moscow Hu-

Stand

"' man Rights Committee in 1970. For

that and for defending others he lost

: his research appointment. In 1974 he

i helped to start ‘a Soviet branch of

By Anthony Lewxs

BOSTON, Oct 5—-A leading Soviet:
authority on American affairs, Georgi'
‘A. Arbatov, recently deplored viola-:
tions of human rights in the United~
States. He told the readers of Izvestia -
that Americans - suffer such...abuses,
as wiretapping, the keeping of ‘Gov- :
ernment  dossiers on. individuals and -

“shameful court ; .repnsals - aga.mst
dissidents.” - " .
" Those concerned about man'’s in:’
humanity to man, around the world, -
should probably be grateful to. Mr..,
Arbatov for providing comic relief. :
A spokesman for a country where the-
scrutiny of individual minds’is a major-
mdustry complains about imperfections -
in American freedom and pnvacv—xt
is ‘deliciously brazen.-

" But my favorite is “shameful court
reprisals against . dissidents.” “In the:
Nixon years there were American.
prosecutions that amounted to-official
revenge against dissidents, but one.
after another the attempts failed. In.
‘the Soviet Uhion they never fail. =

" Consider, for example, the -case of’
Vladimir Bukovsky—a heart rending’
one even by the'standards of official .
‘cruelty in the Soviet Union. Bukovsky'
is a young scientist who most effec-
tively brought to the- outside world's
attention the misuse of psychiatry in”
vthe U.S.S.R. to punish dissidents.

Bukovsky was first arrested at the
‘age of twenty, in 1963, for having,
2 copy of Milovan Djilas’s “The New
Class.” He was declared insane and’
held . for eighteen months in a psychi-
atric ward. After his release he demon-
strated against the repression of oth-,
‘ers and in.1965 went.back to the"
mental word for six months. In 1967,
after- another protest, he was sen-
tenced to three years in a labor camp.
-Qut in 1970, he gave the foreign press
copies of the psychiatric diagnose§ of
a number of dissenters-——documentary
- evidence that aroused pressure by -
‘Western psychiatrists against the So-
viet practlce
' As a resuit, Bukovsky was arrested
in 1971 and again held tor psychiatric
. examination. After. widespread pro-
tests he was declared sane, but_he
.was tried and convicted -for “anti-
Soviet propaganda and agitation." His
sentence was two years. in. prrson five
in a labor camp, then five in exile, He-

ns in a camp now,. reportedly graver,
A recent example of usmg the lawb
in reprisal agamst those whqﬂ*proued

e

j ing the Soviet system.

; Amnesty International, the respected,
* non-partisan ovgamzatlon for human
. rights, = - -

On April 18,
was arrested. The same day two other
members of the Amnesty branch had
their homes -searched. -Another was
arrested, eventually released, and ex-
pelled from the writers’ union for be-
longing to a “bourgeois organization.”
Tverdokhlebov remains
awaltmg trial on a charge of slander-

Inhumanity is so deeply’ xmbedded
in the Sovret‘ system, that outsiders:
may well despair-of having any effect
on it: - "That is -arn. -understandable

* American reaction to-a society-—South
.Africa

is - another example—where
‘law is an .instrument. of official
voppressxon But the feeling of helpless-
ness is wrong.

The fact is that outside pressure
can work.- Valery and Galina Panov,
the Leningrad dancers, were finally

allowed to emigrate "after boycotts-
“and -protests by Western dance.. and_

theater people, and finally direct inter-
vention by Prime Minister Wilson

of Britain, had made the case too-

embarrassing to the Soviets. Andrei
Sakharov, in a book to be published
soon, “My Country and the World,”
says the Panov episode “confirms”
the need for “the strongest pressure"
from outside.

There are realities that llmzt what we

. ' can.do for the victims of totalitarian’

societies. It is necessary to have rela-
tionships with governments we dislike,
in the interest of avoiding war.. We
must have a healthy sense of what is
effective, avoiding ‘empty gestures.

" Some would put Senator Jackson’s

amendment to the trade bill in that
category, because ‘it did not bring
Soviet -agreement on emigration, but.
Sakharov argues that- it failed -only
because - of Western disunity-—other
countries offered the trade credits
that we withheld.

One shibboleth we must put as:de
-is the notion that- we must not
‘intervene in the “internal affairs” of.
the Soviet Union and other countries.
Secretary of State Kissinger says that,
and so .do the Soviet leaders, but
neither pays the least attention to the
supposed rule when it is inconvenient.

What the United States actually
follows is a policy of selective non-
intervention. The ‘question is how we
‘make the selection. Do we conspire
against a left-wing government -in
-Chile and shrug at right-wing tyranny
in Spain" In the end, we come to our

eréfégs “%BQI%MEPQA“RMMMMOWSOOO
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1975, Tverdokhlebov -

in custody, .
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George F. Will

- Britannica Téken In
hy Soviet Semanties

Washmgwn

) Refemng to one of the En-,
cyclopedia Britannica’s 15 ar-:

ticles on the 15 soi-disant re-

publics of the Soviet Union,
Warren Preece, editor of the:
- new edition, says: “T've got

eight people at universities in

our article |who} were not alll

that egregiously false.”

It seems fair to take Mr.
Preece’s statement as indica-
tive of the editorial standards
used when compiling the Bri-
tannica’s new— 15th ~edition
that cost $32 million to pro-
duce and sells for $600 a set.

- All the articles on the Sov-
et “republics” were written
by Soviet authors recom-

~mended to the Britannica by
- Novosti, a Soviet propaganda

agency often bul wrongfully -

referred to as a-“news agen-
¢y.” Moreover, the article on
Czechoslovakia, like the arti-
cles on Poland and Cuba, were

- written by members of the lo- -

cal Communist parties, which
explains why there is not a
syllable about unpleasant
things like the 1968 Soviet in-
vasion of Czechoslovakia.
Writing in the “Slavie Re-
view,” - Professor Romuald

Misiunas of Williams College -

rather tco politely suggests
that “the policy of unqualified

use of Soviet sources in future -
*" editions needs re-evaluation.”

Charitable to a fault, Pro-
fessor ' Misiunas notes that
“the greater portions of the
articles are devoted to geog-
raphy, flora, and fauna” and
these portions are adequate.
Evidently not even the dis-
eased imagination of the Sovi-
et regime has yet contrived to
breathe ideological content in-

10 a description of the Ural .

Mountains.

evidence that the Britannica’s
critics are making mountains
out of molehills: “If you read
the articles, what the hell,
two-thirds of them are devot-
ed to the topography of the
area Nobody's complaining
about our facts there.”

But critics are complain-
ing about the Britannica's
treatment of such fauna as the
Communist party The arti-
cles on the on the Soviet “re-
publics refer to the party as
“the guiding political ‘organi-
zation,” “the most important
political organization,” “the

o o e = S o g

“the major political. party,”
and—this is my favorite—the
organization ' through which
“political life in the repubhc
is largely organized.”
Professor Misiunas sog-.
gests that the reason why thel
articles “are replete with du-

_bwus statements or insinua-
_.tions” is *the unawareness on

the part of the editors of the
Britannica of different Soviet
and Western definitions of
such key terms as “democra-
cy” and “elections.” But the
problem is philosophie, not se-
mantic. It pertains to percep~
‘tions of reality, not definitions.
of words.

The problem is that the So-
viet Union has no democracy.
Someone should remind tha.
Britannica’s editors ¢f the ez- -
ample Lincoln used to give: If
1 call a tail a leg, how many
legs has'a dog got? Five? No,
because calling it so doesn’t-
make it so. The Soviet Union
finds it useful to say it has de-
mocracy because saying so is
“enough to befueddle such West-

. ern institutions as the Britan-

nica. :
This does not mean that
the folks at the Britannica are
in the grip of a noxious ideolo-
gy. They just don’t’know any °
better. That is why they ac-
cepted an article on Spain
partially written bu a former
Spanish Cabinet officer in
charge of promoting tourism.

A Britannica vice presi-
dent has suggested that the
new edition is “edited from a
world point of view . . . as
though we were looking at the
earth from the moon.” A point
that seems to have eluded the
Britannica's editors is that :
there are no writers on the ;

. X ., moon. And there is no such
Mr. Preece clings to thisas

thing as “a world point of |
view.” ;
Presumably the Britannica °
wanted disinterested scholar- |,
ship. But proper schelars do
not need {o go to the moon to
acquire a disinterested point |
of view.

Here on earth, the last
flace a reasonable person
ooks for disinterestedness is
from governments. Yet in'
their mindless pursuit of what
they evidently think is cosmo~t
politanism, the Britannica's
editors have published arti-
cles that are monuments tai
ax-grmdmg parochialism. !

L
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Spam gives communism a frest

By Joseph C. Harsch

I . Washington
B Spams execution of five terrorists is dxs-
- rupting the West and aiding communism more
than any world incident since the American

| invasion of Cambodia.
The five have become martyrs in a protest
‘movement which makes.it possible for the

‘communists throughout Western Europe to

 put themselves arm in arm with socialists,
liberals, moderates, and intellectuals. It has

ended their political isolation of recent years. .

Ineffect, it has put them back in business.

. ' Peking seems to be appalled at the spectacle
“of an event which is so much to the advantage
of Moscow. It issaying virtually nothing at all.
Chinese foreign policy has been to encourage
unity among Western democracies. That unity

is being seriously damaged. American support -

for Spain is once again opening a rift between
Washington and Western Europe. This is
“obviously regarded as bad news in Peking.

Moscow treats it in a calculated tone of
-““more in sorrow than in anger.” Its press and
. radio avoid the shrill note of protest. It can
. afford to sit back quietly and watch as the local
“communist parties. in the West again have a
popular bandwagon which they can board and
then attempt to control.

The worst immediate damage is in Portu-
.gal. There the political moderates and cen-
trists were just getting a government formed
‘and in operation with excellent chances of
success when the Spanish incident gave the
communists a goiden opportunity to take to
the streets again with a popular rallying cry.

The once bright hope for a moderate solution -

to Portugal’s political problems is in danger.
" The damage inside Spain can become worse.
“There is a sudden political repolarization

Many on both sides of the Spanish political
divide begin again to think in terms of civil
war. Spanish nationalism has been enflamed
by the wave of anti-Spanish sentiment which
has swept over the rest of Europe. It has been
assumed for a generation that the memory of

- the Spanish civil war of the 1930s was a sure
safeguard against another. That assumption
.now is in question. )

An immediate casualty is the effort to end

Spain’s isolation from the rest of Western

Europe. That has been a priority American

:pro)ect for a decade. Progrm was unprw-

sive:

Suddénly, the rest of Europe is repelled by A

an act in Spain which — no matter how
justified in many Spanish eyes — seemed
unconscicnable to the rest of Europe. The five
were terrorists. But two of them were Basque
nationalists for whom there is much sympathy
in other European countries. .

The Pope had urged the Spaniards to refram

- . from the executions. They plunged ahead.

Travel and communication between Spain and

the rest of Europe is down to a trickle. Spam )

has re-isolated itself.

Communists in Europe have had apoor time -

since the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia

- and the beginning of the American withdrawal

from Vietnam. Through all of Western Europe

those twin events put them on the defensive. :

Mostly they lay low, went dormant, or

concentrated — as in Italy — on making anew -

image for themselves as good citizens.

They themselves were in bad odor for the -
shameful deed in Czechoslovakia, even though
‘most of them had publicly repudiated it. And -

Washington was doing nothing on which they

could build a viable propaganda campaign.
They have been long without any good

propaganda vehicle.

. w R
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There is, of course, a limit on how far they

" can ride this particular vehicle. After all, the

executed five had killed policamen — and that|
'is .a crime in any Society. Damagé-contml
operations are under way.

Washington is doing what it can to try to
prevent the re-isolation of Spain from settling
into-a fixed pattern. The wave of popular|
revulsion against Spain may subside as sud-
denly asitsurged up.

But we have before us right now a startling
reminder that there are commun%st parties in
every Western European country, that these
parties are always ready to seize a popular|
cause when one comes along, and that once

. seized they know how to make-good use of it.

In this case they have already used it to
delay a return to political stability ir: Portugal

" and to head off the American project of a

reconciliation between Spain and the NATO
allies. -

'The moral of the affair of course is: Don't
give the Communists popular causes.

The reaction to the execution of the five (in
Spain) has become one of those events which
shakes the political pattern of every country in
Europe. It is like the reaction to Soviet tanks
surging into Budapest or Prague. Everyone

_ feels it. Those events did untold damage to

communism. In Western Europe no cormmu-
nist party ever really recovered from ‘hem.
But now Spain provides a pamal anudote
Whataplty'
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Moscow Links U. S Silence Over Spam to Bases

. By DAVID K. SHIPLF,R

. .. Spaclal to The Now York Ttmes
“--MOSCOW, Oct. 8—Tke Gov-
‘ernment newspaper Izvestia
«charged today that Washington
cynically” withheld criticism of
Spain’s executions of terrorists
last week to obtain.an agree-
ment on American military
bases there.

. Over the protests .of many
European nations, the Madrid

rorists who were convicted of{’
killing policemen and civil
jguards. The incident pro«
;voked violent demonstrations
‘throughout Europe, and six
‘icountries—Britain, West "Ger-
many, East Germany, Norway,

. iDenmark and the Netherlands,
" lwithdrew. their ambassadors
ifrom Madrid, The United States

did not join the protests.

. *While the whole - world
protests against the new malici-

Government executed five ter-|.

oune » “Izvestia wrote today
they in-the United States cyni-
cally weigh which position in
this issue is.profitable for thsm
and wheh is not.” .
Contending . that Spam had

retentxon of American military
bases in the country, the paper
wrote, “Over the past ‘weeks,
they ‘became more accommo-
dating. The special American
position toward the executions
in Spain was duly rewarded.”
Criticism Muted and Veiled -
Moscow has long “criticized
American bases in Spain and
elsewhere abroad, but it has
taken issue with- Washington’s
foreign policy fecently in only
muted tones. The Soviet press,
for example, has been generally
aiming 1r.s criticisms. at \acuely
defined . “imperialist - circles”
without naming the United
States.

No such euphémxsn‘\ appeared
today, however. “International

been -reluctant to permit the|

public opinion condemns the

ous crime of the Madrid re-

new - American-Spanishi agree-

ment,” Izvestla. declared “At
the' moment -when the circle
of political isolation around the
regime is tightening it has got
tanglble support from across
the ocean.”

The Soviet Umon also has
capital punishment, and it is
not only against those convict-
ed of murder but also in certain
other crimes such as corrup-
tion. In mid-September, for in-

stance, the death sentence wasj "

ordéred for a factory official
in Kazakhstan who had been|
convicted of "embezzling state
property.

The Sovlet press- has “notl V

reported that the Spanish exe-
cutions were carried ' out
against men convicted of mur-
dering policemen and members

of the civil guard. The terror-|.

ists, part of a group of 11,
included three members of a
leftist guerrilla group known
as the Revolutionary Anti-Fas-
cist Patriotic Front,:.and two

who belongeéd to a Basque na-
tionalist . movement

]

Commumsm '

By Tom Wicker )

" ROME—"I see no need in ltaly for .

" ‘state ice cream cones,” says Luciano

~ Barca, a high-ranking economic plan-

" ner in the Italian Commurist party. He -
. is only partially joking about the fact
: that much of Italy s food industry, in-

" cluding some ‘ice cream production, is
state-owned or shared.

“The ironic fact is that the Commu- '

' nists are saying that their economic

_program might reduce the naticnaliza-
tion of private interests in Italy and
even “reprivatize” some concerns that

.. haven’t worked well under state con-
_ trol. Actually, with 45 per cent of

-Italy’s gross national product already

- being- produced by state-owned or

shared businesses, Mr. Barca and other_ .
_ Communist leaders say they are think-
--ing more of *“socializing consumption

«. rather than socializing property.”

- This approach is also inflyenced by -

' *-what Mr. Barca sees as the failure of

Keynesian economics to prcduce in
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society a stable relationship be- *
::':m employment, the rate of infla-
- ¢ and the balance of paymet!ts.
" iy, for example, has sharply im--
. p oved its balance of paymc;r;ts—bgt
o ly at the cost of a drastic cut in
& mand, brought on by declines in
. eployment and production, now
: 'd .wm to about 70 per cent of capacity. .
. The approach of “socializing con-
s mption” envisions, instead, a state
it tervention’ to organize demand, not
oy in imports but internally, in su_ch
a way as to give priority to “social
demand”—for schools, - hospitals and
hcusing, for example. New demands
would also be created, Communist

plunners say, in such a way es to
“malke it less important to nationalize
corapanies like the privately owned
Fiaz automobile manufacturing plant. -
“Wae don’t even pose the problem of
nationalizing Fiat,” Mr. Barca said. In-
steed, the Communist program would
© calt for major investment in public
risportation—particularly intercity
traims and urban mass transit—rather
than on roads and trucks, Fiat would
kawe little choice but to shift 'some of

its preduction into railway rolling .

stock.

The idea, Mr. Barca says, is to avoid
development of “bureaucratic social-
ism,” with everything run by the state,
out to influence
chocse the right options for the public

entrepreneurs to .

good. In agriculture, for example, over-

production of some crops—such as

" tomatoes——is perennial, but some other.
. staples—beef, for instance-—are pro-

duced in such small quantities ag to
make huge imports necessary.

"The Communists propose that the
state-owned food industries work out
a five- or nine-year program of buying
various farm -products in guaranteed
quantities. This would give farmers an

" element of security and greater ability

to plan preduction; and they could be
encouraged by such guarantees to di-
versify production, reducing—if the
program worked—both surpluses and

" imports. Moreover, Mr. Barca believes,

the plan would cost less than the cur-
rent level of Government subsidies to
farmers, many of whom are growing
crops usually in surplus.

“Blocs of demand” to be newly or-
ganized, in addition to agricuiture,
would include housing, educational
buildings, transportation, shipbuilding

- and energy. -

Communist plans include a “restruc-
turing of industry” in several direc-
tions—a drive, for examnle, -against

ITALY

waste and the draining off of resources

to pay salaries to a “non-producing -

bureaucracy.” Heavy emphasis appar-

Christian Science Monitor
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ently would be placed on research and
development, so that the low level of
Italian technolegy could be improved.
Small businesses would be given ac-

-cess to Government “think pools” to =

aid them 'in necessary research and .
planning. - o
All of this seems carefully designed -
to-aveid any hint of the kind of heavy-
handed socialization of most aspects
of the economy that is to be found in
Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union.
But it also seems well-tailored not
only to Italian political realities but
also to Italian economic needs. The
Communists may not -even have to
take seats in the Government to get at
least some of the program into effect.

A party that won 33 per cent of the
votes in the June regional elections,
Mr. Barca points out, should find it
possible to “condition”—that is, to in-
fluence—a Government so shaky polit-
ically, and with such a record ef in-
eptitude,” as the present center-left
coalitien. .

The Communists may be able to
“get results” even without power be-
cause businessmen and industrialists
as well as workers are looking for
new approaches to Italy’s problems;
and berause the regional and provin-

" cial ‘governments are becoming more

important in Italy, just as the Com-
munists have greatly extended their
power in those governments, )

Soviets send art, West sends
born,” Portugal lawyer says

’

By Takashi Oka

Staff correspondent of
The Christian Science Monitor

. Blackpool, England

The major Western cultural contribution to

Portugal since last year’s revolution has been

pornography, Professor Diego Freitas do

Amaral told a British Conservative Party
-audience here recently.

The Communist bloc, by contrast (he said),
has been sending operas, ballets, folk dancers,
and other concert artists in a steady stream.
The artists contribute their earnings to local
Communist coffers, thus swelling the Commu-
nist war chest,

This was oaly one example among many,
Professor do Amaral said, of the intense effort
the Soviet bloe has been making in Portugal
since the revolution. By contrast, Western
help has been fitful and hampered by the law
twhich the Communists disregard) that no
Portuguese political party may receive a
financial contribution from outside the coun-
try. .

{Western cencerts and other cultural contri-
butions have ceased mainly because of foreign
exchange difficulties. Pornography slips
through the Joopholes caused by the lifting of
censorship and illegal remittance of funds.)

.Professor do Amaral, a lawyer in his mid-
thirties, heads the CDS, the only Christian
Pemocrat party permitted to function legaily
i Portugal. The CDS won a surprising 8
Percent of the votes in elections for the
Constituent Assembly last Aprif. It did so in
the face of continual harassment

d in-
timidation by ﬁpmmiﬁgmﬁ!glgg:ggeg_(m“ 08

Sy %S O

Professor do Amaral’s main concern in
visiting Britain was to underline his con-
tention that although the Socialists under
Mario Soares have played a key role in the
fight for democracy in Portugal, “they are not
alone in the struggle.” And as Dr. Soares
appealed at the Labour Party’s recent Black-
pool conference for British help, so Professor
do Amaral asked for the sympathetic concern
of conservatives and Christian Democrats
throughout Europe. -

The major difference between Portugal and
Spain, Professor do Amaral told his audience,
is that Spain is stil! under a dictatorship,
whereas in Portugal a demscratic revolution
overthrew the dictatorship, only to be threat-
ened by dictatorship of another kind — that of
the Communists and their allies.

The European Economic Community has
recently voted to give Portugal $180 million in
economic aid. But Professor do Amaral opined
that until the present acute phase of the
struggle betweer the Communists and the
military-led coalition government is over,
there is no effective authority to see that the
aid is wisely spent. He was hopeful about the
outcome, but underlined that in the present
context, “‘anything can happen — a Commu-
njst coup, an extreme right-wing coup, or civil
war."”

*‘Between the twin political poles of commu-
nism and fascism, the democratic parties ace
fighting a very difficult battle” Professor do
Amaral concluded. ‘‘Your understanding,
your friendship, vour support is vital. If you
decide to help us, please do it today. Tomor-
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“Sin.ai Pact Stirs MisgivingsAmong “Arabs

t

I Tjour’nalists and politicians see
By HENRY TANNER ~it. These men are convinced

Specidl to The New York Times
" BEIRUT, Lebanon, Oct. 3— ground in the ol;:cupied Syrian
Many Arab diplomats, scholars: territory and the West Bank
e . ; of the Jordan River only under
and journalists outside Egypt, sharp pressure from Washing-

believing that the Sinai agree
ment has gmcnally weal-gened{! Mr. Kissinger’s reassurances
the Arab side,. are convmce@:to the contrary, they just do
that the pact will prove an!not see any such pressure be-
obstacle to peace rather than:fore or sson after the American

ithat Israel will give up further :

a step toward it.
Despite disclaimers by Anwar

| elections next year. And this,
‘in their view, means another
! stalemate and therefore- drift

el-Sadat, the Egyptian Pres-' | ... 4 another war.
ident, these critics—Syrians,! A - palestinian

ot : ».univeréity
Palestinians and Lebanese— teacher said:

contend 'that Egypt, the most . “You are doing what you}

populous and militarily power- always did. You say that you
ful Arab country, has been bro-. are making Israel' strong be-
ken out of the Arab front: cause only strong Israel can
against Israel. They assert that,” make concessions. But thf op-
with American encouragement| posite is. true. How are you
2 psychological and political: going to prod them now? You

demobilization will taike place
in Egypt, with the result that
.the average Egyptian will be-
come inward-looking and no
longer concerned with the fate
of the Palestinians, which is
at the heart of the Arab conflict
with Israel, It will take another
war to reverse this trend, the
critics of the Sinai agreement
say. .

Beirut also charge that neither
. {American nor Israeli attitudes
have changed 3s a result of the
agreement. They insist that the
publication of the secret Ameri-
can-israeli understanding re-
vealed- that the United States
remained totaily committed to
Israel, to the point of having
given Israelveto power over
any contacts between Washing-
ton and the Palestinians.

Advauced Arms an Issue

" The critics note that Secre-
tary of State Kissinger has
promised Israel $2-billion to $3-
;billion worth of advanced weap-
.ons, and they contend that it
will be a long time—especially
in view of the coming Ameri-
can elections—before Mr. Kis-
‘singer or another Secretary of
State, will even think of inter-
rupting the new flow of wea-
pons as’a means of persuading

Israel tc make further withdra-'

wals from occupied Arab terri-
tory.

This goes ta the heart of
the problem, as Arab scholars,
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- The critics in Damascus and|

i have made them immune to
. your pressure for the next 10
years.”

1 For President Sadat the most

jimportant reason for wanting
‘the Sinai- agreement was thati
‘he thought—and still thinks—
‘that it will lead to direct Ameri-:
[can involvement in the Middle.
jEast, on the Arab side as well
‘as the Israeli. <

The Egyptian Jleader had
come to the conclusion that
the Arab-Israeli conflict -could
not be solved "and that Israel
could not be induced to evac-
uate the territories-she occu-
pied in 1967 as iong as one
of the two superpowers——the;
United States—remained com-!
{mitted to the -exclusive supporti
iof Israel while the other—the|
Soviet Union—gave more half-|
thearted backing to the Arabs.;
| it is also hoped that the!
Imood resulting from the agree-
iment will bring investors and
jindustrialists from the West
land the Arab countries into-
.Egypt to help salvage her ailing!
jeconomy.

Mr. Sadat’s critics concede!
‘that their contention is based
on the eéxpectation that Mr.
Kissinger will be - unable to
bring about another disengage-
ment on the Syrian front. )

Syrian, Palestinian and Leba-,
nese critics fear that the agree-|

moderate . voice in the Arab
world for the time being.

Assad’s Rofe Weakened

Egypt, this reasoning goes,
could” be an effective leader
toward a peace settlement only
if she.maintained her creden-
tials as a confrontation state,
along with Syria, and if she

jremained in a position to in-)

fluence policies within the
Palestine liberation movement.,

The critics further say thati
the Sinai agreement has weak-;
ened the position of President;
Hafez al-Assad of Syria in face:
of more unyielding officials in;
Damascus. This, in turn,” has'
reduced his ability to enter
into a disengagement agree-!
ment of his own, the critics
add. :
Specialists on Palestinian af-
fairs moreover report that the
Sinai agreement has strength-
cned the extremist leaders
within the Palestine liberation
movement and undermined the
authority .of such relative
moderates as Yasir Arafat, who
until recently had been working
closely, if discreetly, with Pres-
ident Sadat.

Gain for Palestiné Extremists

If the power struggle within
ithe Palestinian leadership cul-
iminated now, those who reject
negotiation might well win,
specialists here say. This was
not the case a few months
ago. - - - -
Negotiations are reported to
be under way between Mr. Ara-
fat and such extremist leaders
as George Habash. The extre-!
mists are understood to be de-

“Egyptian treason” and that
he publicly pledge not to attend
any kind of Geneva conference
no matter what the circumstan-
ces.

Arab critics of the agreement
icontend that American motives
ihave once more become suspect;
iamong Arab nationalists. Extre.:
mists accuse Mr. Kissinger of
:deliberately seeking to
‘Egypt from the rest of the;
‘Arab world. Moderates say that{
whatever ‘his intentions, this
is the result by which the:

manding that Mr. Arafat de-i
nounce the Sinai agreement as

split |

o 1
that Mr. Kissinger, on his last
visit after the agreement had
been signed, told President As-
sad that the United States
iwould try te “get something”
‘for Syria befcre the American
;election but that “he could not
promise.”

“What kfnd of step-by-step
is that?” the diplomat asked. !

West European dirlemats in
the area moreover express fear
that the United States will not
be able to meet the hopes of
ecenomic assistance and invest-
ment in Egypt that have been
created by the agreement.

--The needs of Egypt are astro-

nomical. And if President Sadat
fails to solve . his economic
,problem because: the Arab oil
‘producers are not willing to
give the money that the United
States cannct provide, then the
agreement would lose its justi-
fication even in the eyes of
many Egyptians, these diplo-
mats say. -

They point out that the only
Arab leader who has publicly
endorsed the Sinai agreement
so far.is President Gaafar al-
Nimeiry of the Sudan. King
Khaiid ‘of Saudi Arabia was
quoted by -Mr. Kissinger as
being in faver but has not
'said so himself, and others have
been cautiously sflent.

Alternative Suggested .

A better approach to peace
than the Sinai agreement, al-
‘most all critics say, would have;
been for the United States to
start pushing for a final settle-
ment, including Israeli with-
.drawal to the pre-1967 iines, in
ireturn for a real peace accord.!
Informed diplomats here re-'
!port that "this actually was the
iapproach chosen by Arabists
'in the Unitad States Govern-
ment earlier this summer, butj
that it was dropped as political-
ily unfeasible because of ex-
pected opposition from Israel’s
supporters in Congress. .

Criticism of the agreement
is admittedly based on the as-
sumption that Mr. Kissinger
ywill not be able to bring about
another disengagement on the
Syrian front. If he did—and
the chances seem slim—the
great first obstacle would be

. - ) . k
ment has isolated Egypt, neu-| Americaa action has to be' gyrmounted and momentum to-

tralized President Sadat andi
muted the most effective|

judged.
| A Syrian diplomat recalled

ward peace would be achieved,
ieven his critics conjcede.
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U.S. Seeks Rapid Aid to Zaire b
| Congress Is Wary

By BERNARD GWERTZMAN
. Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Oct. 15—A
‘behimd-the-scenes effort by the
‘State Department to shore up
the Government - 6f -President
:Mobutu Sese Seko of Zaire with
lan emergency infusion ef $60-
imiltion has so far failed to win
Congressional backing. .
In an extraordinary move
istronzly endorsed by Secretary
of Stat Kissinger, -the depart-
ment has sought to- persuade
key mmembers of -Congress to
approve granting of the aid now
bypassing the normal, time-con-
suming Congressional review
TOCRSS. .
State Dzpartment officials in-
formed Congress privately that

“the United Nations to consider
ways to help Cambedia,

in Washington, reported last
month that American help for
the anti-Soviet groups in An-
gola had been funneled through
General Mobutu,

- Influence in 0.A.U..

The general also used his
influence in the Organization
of African Unity to block ef-
forts to call for Israel’s expul-
sion from the United Nations
and, to a lesser extent, at a
. meeting of the nonaligned bloc
in August. | -

In addition, it is reported,|
Mr._ Kissinger agreed that the
economic crisis in Zaire threat-

i

This. country out of a crisis
caused in part by a sharp drop
in copper prices, General Mo-
butu shocked Washington by
expelling its Ambassador, Deane
R. Hinton. .

At that time, the general,
who has reportedly received
strong backing from the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency ever
since he tock power in the
early ninetesn sixies.

Instead of reacting with irri-
tation at Mr. Hinton’s ouster,
Mr.’ Kissinger sent Sheldon B.
Vance, a former Ambassador
to Zaire, and a reputed confi-
dant of General Mobutu, to

ut

/$20-million: S
9Export-Import Bank cred-|
(its to help Zaire import spare
‘parts and other critical items
needed to keep her factories,
going.. -
CLong-term credit at* favor-
able rates to buy American ag-f
ricultural products.
€GA loan from the Agency for:
International Development for
a commodity - import program
allowing Zaire to buy goods
here, freeing her to pay off he
heavy short-term debts, - .
The $20-million A.LD. loan
has caused the most concern

Kinshasa to see the general!aTge security - supporting as-

on Capitol Hill because such

e et o st e Rt

and assure him of continued!':SiStance in Africa is unparal-

foreign aid legislation allows. ened General Mobutu’s - Gov-
the Feord Administration to start ernment at a time when his
the economic assistance pro- help was most needed. These!
gram without formal Congres-. concerns led the State Depart-
sional approval. . But, fearing| ment to give aid to.Zaire high

American support. This was the;leled in recent years. Last year,
result of a' determination in!for instance, Zaire's total eco-
Washington that Zaire was too| omic .- assistance was - only
crucial to be snubbed. | §4.5-million. oo v

Aid Package Promised Consultation With LM.F. - -

i

that such an action might never
theless cause a flare-up with
Congress, the. Administration
has pressed for inforinal assent
romz ihe chairmen of the au-
thorization and appropriation
subestamittess,

- Reasons for Concern

Aldles said that Mr, Kissinger
was concerned with' the prob-
leras of Zaire, though he nor-
matly displays minor interest
in Alfrica. .

Not only has General Mobutu
dispizyed “moderate” positions
in imternational forums at a

being assailed by other third-
world states, but his anti-Com-
musaism is also regarded by Mr.
Kissinger as important, given
the: wnsettied conditions in
neighboring Angola, the aides
said. R

Gereral Mobutu has report-
edly been helping Angolan
forces hostile to the Soviet-
backed Popular Movement for

priority—to show General Mo-
butu that the United States was
backing him at-a time of crisis.

-None of the Congressional
chairmen interviewed has con-
sented to the Administration
plan, although they acknowi-
edge Zaire’s economic plight.
They seem to feel that Zaire’s

and subsequent ones in July
ard August—the emergency aid
package was put -together and
rromised to Ceneral Mcbutu.

Key members of Congress
were informed of it before the
August recess. At.that time,

needs should be considered in

Mr. Clark and Senator Hubert

time when the United States is|:

-the normal way, as part of the’ H. Humphrey of Mipnesota,
overall security-supporting as- chairman of the Foreign Re-
‘sistance bill for this fiscal year. lations subcommittze on aid,
that is scheduled to be sub-' sent a joint letter to the State
|tnitted to Congress next Weslﬁ Pipaﬂmeﬂt opposing  hasty

ist 5 of such a bill jaction. L
§é§leas“¥n$3;’:ge : il Mr. Kissinger-assigried Dep-
Senator Dick Clark of Towa,| Wy Secretary Robert S. Inger-
|chairman of the Foreign Rela-| soll, M. Vance and the African
{tians subcommittee on Africa,| bureau the job of getting infor-
ihas asked for a full-scale re-| mal Congressional approval of

From Mr. Vance’s June trip—|!

;view of over-all Americap re-j lhe. aid package. Nathaniel
{lations with General Mobutu’s| Davis, the head of the African,
!Gﬁve,mment bureau, is resigning soon, in,

Although General Mobutu' part because General Mobutu|

has longgbeen recarde N opposed his appointmert. Mr.|
garde

rica 2s a close friend of thei volve

United States, many Africans! Chile

consider him unstable, a man’

d in Af-i

N

Related Components

the Iiberation of Angola.
Muoreover, The New York
Times, quoting official sources|
befer= it fell, said he was ap-:
pealing to world powers and to!

Teesdzy, October 14, 1975
Crosby S. Noye

i

¢

Washington should deal wm‘;'f The aid package consists of

cautionsiy.
“ ithree separate but related com-
In. June, apparently angered;, .
by American delays in helping;‘ponems' each .valued at about

TheWashingtor Star -

S

Moynihan's Amin blast
.10 help in UN. task

The fireworks that have
enlivened the opening of the
Umted MNaitions General .
Assembly session in New:
York are not helpful. The
natural combativeness of a
Daniel Patrick Moynihan
may be stimulating. But it
also tends to obscure a

kepeful evalution ARErave

. takiog place in the world

diplornatic manners as bad
as those of the president of
Uganda.

. A double standard has
always applicd at the U.N,
and it works 16 our disad-
vantage. African delegates
and others expect to hear

erganization.

Not enly that: the un-
seemly exchange of invec-
tive has set back the evolu-
tion to an appreciable
degree. For it is one thing
for the American delegate
1 respond with spirit to

RatiERaSs2a0tloh

another to put on a show of

3.

L

:Davis has been accused of in-|*
ment in C.LA. activity in| short-term notes.- Because the

while ambassador titere.| price :fo copper, a2 major ‘ex-

ition, the doctiment said.

b8 ﬁ%ﬁmﬁm@@%ﬁ?@

'

. State Department _officials
jsaid that France and Belgium;
thad helped Zaire recenily and
‘that Zaire had agreed to con-
sult with the International
Monetary Fund on ways to
bring her economy -under con-
trol. The department hes given
much attention to the signifi-
cance of Zaire’s agreeing to
LMF. help. =~ - = -,

In a brochure supporting the
request, distributed to key
members of » Congress, the
Agency for International Devel-
opment said the recovery - of
Zaire's economy was “of sub-
stantial importance to the Unit-
ed States.” It said that the
United States had $750-million
in investments in Zaire that
would be jeopardized if she de-
faulted on her debts.” s
Zaire owes $550 - million *m

port,. has fallen from $1 a.
pound to 55 cents, Zaire’s egon-,
:0my is in .a precarious situa,

are genuinely shocked by
displays of intemperance
from the delegate of the
United States — especially
when it takes the form of a
direct, personal attack
which violates the most ele-
mentary diplomatic nice-
ties.

Idi Amin, after all, is not
the only racist murderer
serving as a head of state.
We have treaties of friend-
ship and cooporation with
quite a few of them. And
despicable as he mav be,
Amin happens — 1 fact

038000arident — to be.

3
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} ,'"ﬂie' temporary head of the®"
- Organization of- African
Unity. To infuriate a whole -
continent in order to put-
~down one more racist
murderer is hardly worth it.

- But let it. pass. Apart
* from these diversions, seri-:
ous things are going on in
".the United Nations. And in’
" the evolution of thinking
. that is taking place, the"
.change of attitude toward
" what has been patronizingly -
_~-known as the - ‘‘Third".
*World” is the most impor--,
tant of all. P
The Third World “of -
course is just about every- -
- body that is not a member.
- of the Soviet bloc or the -
. *“Western”’ . industrialized ,
‘nations, including Japan. In |
_this country, there has heen !

a tendency to regard the ”
Third World as generally -
unimportant: a collection of
‘mostly poor; weak, queru- -
- lous states, increasingly un- .
- friendly to the West. The
fact that they.represent a
. majority of sovereign gov-
ermments — and hence a
. majority in the U.N. Gener- -
al Assembly — has been
looked on here as a histori-
cal oddity, tather than a
matter of real significance.

duced sore new thinking in “of ‘the- available econemic
this country. .- assets.

Suddenly it is becoming It will not be an-easy job
clear that what a few oil- Another speech by Mexico's
producing countries could” President Luis Echeverria
" do by an act of collective Alvarez was a fair exampl»

political will could be done of just now ambitious and
. by ethers as well. unrealistic the developing

" The change was clearly nations will be in demand: -
signaled by the'speech writ- ing a. “‘néw economic
" ten by Secretary of State order” and in insisting on 2
Henry. Kissinger and read Breater §h‘are in th.e politi-
by Moynihan at the special cal decision-making. Re-
session -of the General . Solving these problems
. .- . - Assembly, The thrust of the - could be the major chal-
_All this has changed in - message was that the ~lenge of the coming decade
the last two years. The suc- “'United States-— and by " The tasks will not be made
“cess of. a handful of poor, ;i rerence all of the industri ~ €sier by indulging in ver
weak, .backward_-countr}es * alized nations.— are ready bal donnybrooks with the
“in holding up the industrial- {0 try to negotiate a new -.1di 'Amins of the Third
1z'ed world to ransom for a- Zelationship with all of the World vy
single commodity and - underdeveloped world, with -~ % ot .ol cd
thereby becoming rich and the aim of working out a
powerful overnight has Pro:. - more equitable distribution-
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Afriecan Nau@ﬂaheis Unveil
B@nnmﬂeﬁﬂma Nuclear Plan

By Peter Niesewand
Manchester Guardian
- LONDON----A spy planted in

the South African Embassy in " .

Bonn has stolen a file of secret
_documents detailing
cooperation between
Germany and the Pretoria
government on the develop-.
ment of nuclear power.
Black nationalists believe
that South Africa is backing
the multimillion-dollar project

in order to produce a nuclear
weapon capability which -
would turn the country intoan. |

. impregnable white bastion in

Africa, manufacturing its own -
missiles: and nuclear devices

and prepared to turn them
.against hostile black nations if
the future of apartheid is
__threatened. .

The stolen documents have -

" now been published by the
outlawed African National

.. Congress of South Africa-
_ (ANC) in a glossy booklet
L enmled “The Nuclear Con-,

' spiracy.

I takmg the lid off what is

- believed to be South Africa’s
best-kept security secret, the
ANC has already caused the
resignation of West Ger-
many’'s representative on the
NATO military committee,
General Guenther Rall, who,

- the documents disclose, paid

- an incognito visit to nuclear .

- “instaltations in South Africain '

" August 1974, travehngas Mr
“Ball™.

\ “The ANC claims that South
" Africa’s aim in developing its
puclear program is not con-

West .-

fined to  peaceful uses of

" South Africa is the Western-

- world's third largest producer.

of uranium after the United .

States and Canada. The ANC

. maintains that a multimillion- -

.- dollar uranium plant, to be
buiit with West German help,

is a project whjch cannot be

economically justified either -

in terms of the enormous

capital required, nor in terms .
of its operating costs. It can .

- ‘only be explained in terms of

military sngmﬁcance, the ANC

- says. .

“The construction of
nuclear power stations cost .’
four times as much as coal:fed

“power stations. South-African

coal is cheap at $3 per ton at -

~ pithead price compared to $9

in the US.-and $60 in the .

Federal German "Republic.
Therefore the use of nuclear
power stations in South Africa

" for generating electricity

cannot be justified  on
economic grounds, - “: the
reportsays.

‘The ANC says' this is un-
derlined by the clandestine
manner in which the project
has been developed, the South

African government’s failure .

to subscribe to the .nuclear:
nonproliferation treaty, and
‘the country’s repeated wob-

_ jections to placing its mines or

ore-processing plants under
international inspection.

.“In Pretoria, the. true face-
of (Prime Minister :John)

_one hand in ostensible

friendship and peace to free |

i
i

Africa, with the other hand,

" Vorster once again stands |
" revealed. Whilst . extending

- nonprohferat ion. lrealy

" nuclear

surreptltlously but
delibérately building - up
sufficient military power as _
will devastate our contment "

- lt said.

The ANC says that South-
Africa’s nuclear development

. program is still dependent on

outside assistance.

While for five years South
Africa claimed to have
developed a “‘unigue’ process

. for uranium enrichment, this
" has now turned out to be an
- adaptation of the’ jet-nozzle

method produced
Germany.

The ANC says that enriched .
uranium is currently sold by

in West

P

the governments of the United ~

" States and the Soviet Union at
a subsidized price of $38.50 per
kilogram (2.2 pounds). South
Africa, it adds, has announced
a sales price of $74 per kilo, :
nearly - double the current .
‘rate. :

South Africa’s export of
~enriched uranium could only
.be profitable if South Africa
operated a virtual black -
market, supplying enriched
uranium to states whichdonot -
accept the safeguards of the -
” the
. ANCsays. 3
“With control of nuclear .

" material, the Pretoria regime
- could consolidate its military
.- lioks with the Western powers, *
< while al' the same time by

operating outside m-
ternational controls. it could_
buy ‘friends’ by providing }
materials and

technology. to nonsignatory

states.,” the ANCsays. -
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.UGANDA NEW/SPAPER
 ASSAILS MOYNIHAF

'-NAIROBI, Kenya, Oct.
(AP) -— Uganda's Governm

13
ent-i

run newspaper has accused
-Daniet Moynihan, the Uniteq,
States delegate to the Umted’
.Nations, of dxplomaﬂhc msam‘y:

Mr. Moynihan, in a speec|

h 1ny

.San Francisco Oct. 3 after Pre-

sident Idi Amin of Uganda

had

addressed the United Nations
General Assembly, endorsed a
‘description of General Amin,

as a- “Racist murder.”

The,

.description had appeared in an;
‘editorial in The New York|

“Times., -
General Amin called in

his|

“New York speech for the extinc.

‘gion of Israel as a state.
. The Voice of Uganda in
“first -editorial comment on

its
Mr.

-Moynihans remark, said m its

"weekend edition that

" social machinery.

.. “President Amin never see-} .

onded the extermination

recommended a pure coexist-
-of nation-h(friFy8fnoence 0O O,
ence of nationals,” the news-

paper said. “This would
solve the efwish state of
rael, erasing the selfish and

“such
< open insults give the imprgssion
. of madness and political or dip-
omatic insanity in Amenca S|

but;

dis-
Is-
de-

structive machinery in Zionism.|
. “One can‘t claim that the ir-}
+evitable killihgs and somenma
e ‘necessary executions in Uganda'
match the mass destruction of
the human race created by big’

. . : . * countries the Uni
' | States,” L. =
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sMore

Indochina Refugees

" Of the continuing flow of!

-U.S.Expect

! . ByDAVIDBINDER |
N Special to Troe New York Times
15—

. WASHINGTON, Oct.

From 2.000 %o 3,000 more In- |

inese refugees are expect-
(:gchw arrive in- the Umged
+States in the.next two weexs,
bringing the total destined for
resettlement here to about 134,
000 by Christmas, Admiisira-
tion officiais said today. .
- Also, for the first time since:
the American resettlement pro-:
gram began fast April, shortly
before the fall -of South Viet-

nist insurgents, some of the
refugee 1r§-fﬁc ‘will be in the
her direction. .
OLMm Julia Vadala Taft, direc-
‘tor of the interagency task
force on Indochina refugees,
said that about 1,600 South
Vietnamese guartered on Guam

for the last six months were:

reparing to hip out for Sai-
ganp:tr:loabrd acargo ship.

Most of these Vietnamese
have been seeking repatriation
ever since they were brought

‘them against their will, Mrs.|

i refugees to the United States,
Taft said. : : M’rs.g Taft said that “we hope.
U.N. Efforts Fail the last will have arrived by
Efforts of the United Nations| Oct. 31.” - .
High Commission on Refugees| ~Among those still u_nde; wtahy
to persuade the autiorities in| from various points in South-
Hanoi and Saigon to ‘accept| east Asia are 88_Vxetname:..g
repatriates - were 1o no avail.liwho had been quartered in
she noted, and so. the Ford:lthe Philippines. S
inistration decided to al-\ " 1n addition, there are several
Adml?h 1 turn on
low them to re [

their'|thousand Cambodians, Vietna-

oym. oy ~mese and Laotians awaiting
They will be sailing aboard
the Truong ‘Tin 1, a Sout

‘transport to the United States:
from Thailand. They are eligi-
Vietnamese freighter that Car- .ple for entry as relatives of
Ispring despite denunciation of |chinese refu;ees already in the
ithe voyage by the North Viet- ‘;Umted States. » ;
{namese Foreign Ministry and.! They are also eligible for
the Provisiona Revolutionary|iresettlement assistance under
Government in Saigon. iithe legislative authority created
Mrs. Taft said in an interview|llast spring by Congress at the
that the would-be repatriatesrsquest of Premdemi~ Forg,
had been scrupuiously screened iwhich stipulated that the Unit-
“ic make sure that none wereed States would accept about

n di - : £ iti or of Indo-|-
H lllEd evacuees to Guam last gAn'lpl'lCan citizens )
gm and Cambodia to Commu l

. )

the last half year. !
" About 34,000 of these are!
Meo tribesmen from Laos, and
4,000 others are Laotian ref-
ugees. The rest are Cambo-
dians and Vietnamese. Almost
all of the 60,000 are fliving
in, makeshift camps in Thailand|
where, according to foreign ob-
servers, the conditions are gen-
erally “abominable.” . .
Mrs. Taft said the United
‘States would probably take in
about 2,600 of the Laotians
"separately from the current In-
dochina refugee program. - :
“] expect we’ll have refugeei'
trickling in for years to come,
she said, “but .1 would like
to wind down this .particular
program around the ead of.
the year.” ) : !
The resettlement program has|
|placed 114,854 Vietnamese and]
‘Cambodian refugees in Ameri-

i

ican communities with Ameri-!
‘can sponsors sincé it began-

being coerced into returning.!120,000 Indochinese "refugees.
to Vietnam.” She also said thatil The eligible refugees are
none had been associated with; among a total of 60,000 Indo-
‘the ‘Central Intelligence Ageﬂcy‘% chinese displaced by the Com-
atany time. munist take-overs in Phnom

out of Vietnam, the bulk of

Some in Thailand {{Penh, Saigen and Vientiane in

isix months ago. Mrs. Taft said
‘Ithere were 20,055 refugees
{“still in the systenf”—some of
.whom will be going on to other

countries.

THE ECONOMIST OCTOBER 4, 1975

Thailand ;‘
Tending the roots

FROM OUR SQUTH-EAST ASIA CORRESPONDENT

Democracy, Thailand’s prime minister
has a habit of saying, is alive and well in
his country. Mr Kukrit Pramoj has a
point, of sorts. In an increasingly dicta-
torial part of the world, most people
t Thailand can at least get their voices
h}:gxrd. The students, whose 1973 up-
msing first made the Thai experiment
M democracy possible, demonstrate
or battle with each other with mono-
tonous regularity in the streets of
Bangkok. The workers strike just as
often. Recently the police expressed
their disenchansment over what they
considered to be the government’s
auempts to curb their powers of arrest
and graft by sacking Mr Kukrit’s teak-
wood home, destroying his furniture and
antiques. The prime minister, whose
seven-party coalition government is six
months old, has failed to act strongly
zbout all this not so much from weak-
ness as because he fears that a show-
down between the opposing forces of
nght and left would ‘endanger the very
rocts of Thailand’s democracy: =+ » © -
So Mr Kukrit, through this long, ho
summer which saw the collapse of Indo-
china, has resisted. the temptation to
proclaim martial jaw. The question 'is
how long he can pursue this policy. of
accommodation; playing off one faction
agamnst another in the greater interests

“of = preserving 'a :spark  of democracy,

“while something close to a polite anarchy
reigns in ‘Bangkok. Much will: depend

_on the behaviour of the right wing. The.

-remnants of the old military crder, over-

:thrown in October;:1973, have regrouped

in-the rather sinister. form of “national
protection” societies. The hand of these
'societies. is thought ‘to ‘be behind much
of the recent political violence, including
the assassination of a number of people
secking a - better ; deal for.  deprived
peasants in the remoter countryside...

.- This could have the effect of driving
frustrated - leftists’_from the student-
worker movements into the hills to join
the insurgency of the Communist party
.—stll a small affair; although its armed

-attacks have multiplied over- the -past
-couple of months. But it has long been

Mr Kukrit’s view, and that ‘'of his close
entourage, that the’ chief threat to the
survival of civilian rule in Thailand
comes from the right rather than the
left. Thailand’s society. is traditionally
conservative, and Mr Kukrit’s worry
is that the forces of the right will grow

.50 large that the government can no

longer handle them, and will go under
toamilitarycoup. ~ T T

No domino? -~ -~ + e
He is said to be convinced that Thailand
will pot be the next south-east Asian

country “to- fall ‘to- the communists,

because its problems  are different

from those of Indochina. All the same,
he does not ‘doubt that Indochina’s
communists wiil become more involved
in Thailand’s domestic insurgency in
the next couple of years. Meanwhile,
his chief object seems to be to change
the system and manner of government in
Thailand so radically that there can bz
no return to the dictatorial methods of
the past. He is trying to keep the
decision-making apparatus as broad as
‘'possible; one project he has introduced
is revenue sharing, by which the central
government gives grants to local counciis
to dispose of as they will. This is an
important innovation: one of the biggest
failings of the past was that the govern-
ment never shared its wealth with the
farmers whose labour the country is
builton. KU

Mr Kukrit intends to use the scheme
as .a lesson in democracy; he is
organising local elections at which
-people will, in theory, .be able to vote
for those.local officials.who they feei
spent the government’s- grants most
wisely. It represents a brave attempt 1o
plant grass-roots democracy in Thailand.
But such plans are still very much in the
.embryo.. state, and many problems lin
ahead.iThe. latest is- the -savage blow
to the economy from the new oil price
increase. Thailand, which has to import
virtually all its oil, will be particularly
hard-hit; and the result could be more
social unrest. -
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The credulity

Farlier this year, there was a
it to China by a group of
Pritisn Fsurnalists and others
coaneczed  with  mewspapers,
and | mast sav that my much-
baitered  profession  acquitted
sl handsomely. After all
e hos come out of China
with the uwsual three-week
sicitors there wert two reports
from momaiers of the British
gwess party which demonstrated
that it is mot necessary for
judzment  behind  at
frentier.
Cne of
i WWorsthorne,

wzturned. Pervy at his worst
can be seen in his article this
week—a thousand words of
Irxutal and wuseless stupidity on
the subject of Ireland—but his
Chinese reports were Perry at
ks very best, and they stood
oxt frem so much of what we
have had these past few years
precisely Hecause he refused to
{30l into the relativist trap that
has  engulied so many who
‘have Beem on the road to
Cathay; he asked, and went on
asking, pertinent and searching
gecstions, and, declining
mnke asmy allowances in China
trat he swould not have made
im the Umired States or Britain,
ke deciimed also 1o refrain, in
&S report, from shosving his
«wontempr for the intellectual
goxerty of so many of the rep-
¥es he had received, and he
Leclined even more resolutely
i gloss over the ubiquitous
| evidence thar China is a land
iof siflinz and total thought-
' controk. .

This week, The Observers
mun e the same trip, Donald
Teelford, gzave his impressions,
iz the Paper’s colour magazine.
3ore instinctively sympathetic
than Perry, he was equally im-
placable in his pursuit of the
tuth, aud in his refusal to be
Erpnotised into sceing things
tat were mot there; the cool
5!; gend?,xms sce.p}t’icism of his
LBproa and the vividness
aad balsnce of his portrait,
made @is “China  without
Prejudice™ a modsl of what
reporins  should be but in
t¥2sa dags of widespread pil-
#naten in which  opinion
mreasinsly replaces fact, too
farely is.” ¥f I were in the
Business of giving out journai-
®ic awards, I would ceriainly
solit onme this ycar between
Teelford and Worsthorne.

Now mnoermally Y would
wre in o this vein zbout my
E‘mthers of the ink-stained fin-
r; noy because doz shouldnt
Fatter dog (though on the whole
3 t!nuk- doz  shouldn™y),
Scause it would not normally
> mews when good journalists
Troduce good journalism. In

not

Ios case, however. it is news,

&zzc»tause most—indeed  pracri-
edly  ail—of what we have
ceud by visitors. to China (I em
£, of course, includin:
dene correspondemis. who are
L & different busincss alio-
s=ther, or the work of such
zenuincely  learned  sinolonisis
&% i,{:chu'rd Harvisy has boen
oucrad in terms of uncfigh

afviction  sthat recall, and in

yisitors to China to leave their °
the -

the twp was Pere.’
who |

rzported in a pair of articles .
{iz the Sunday Another News-
qpaper sooa after the group’

to .

~ visitors to
but ¢
i ask

res- -

. asked. Le
rovedyar:

the worst cxcesses of what Sta-
lin called “my useful idiots”
and what Mr Muzzeridze
called, in rather more detail,

.~ Wise old Shaw, hich mindced old
- Barbusse, the vencrable Webbs,

¢ Gide the purc in hezart and Picasso
the impure, down to poor litile ’

and Chairman and to communism,

teachers, crazed crergvmen
* millionaires, drivelling dons and
very special  corvespondenis like
- Duranty, all resolved, come what
: might, to belicve anything, how-
ever preposierous, to coveriook
anything, however villeinous, to
. approve anything, however obs-
¢ curantist- and brutally authoritar-
ian, in order to bec able to preserve
intact the confident oxpectation
that one of the most thorough-

relied on to chaempion human free-

dom, the brotherhoecd of man, and :

all the cthar good liberal causes to
which they had dedicated their
Hves.

Note that I am not talking

about those who consciously.

devil away at their task of put-
ting out propaganda on behaif
¢f Chinese communism:

not even thinking of fellow-tra-

vellers with a sympathy, con--

cealed or overt, for totali-
tarianizm. I refer to those with
no such prediiections, who go
to China, see one cr more of
the tiny bandful of villages
. kept especially for
pose, drink with their hosts to

" peace and friendship among all.

 the peoples of the werld, note
the extraordinary width of the
strests in Peking, and return
to London or New York in a
state of idiot ecstasy about the
new civilization that has solved
all the problems of markind.
These have two things in
common, and perhaps a third.
First, they believe everything
they arve told. even if it is
patently ridiculous. If they are

told—they all are——that nobody :

m Chima is ever hungry, they
come back saying so, and it
_ mever gccurs tao them

mg,
i have scen in their few weeks
; more than—it is a generous
estimate—about  three
i lionths of the population of

China, and not even that much -

? of its area. Yet there is not so
:much as a vestige of scepti-
fcism, or even of a wish to
1 present what they have been

~told as only what they have.

been told. China, they are

1assured, is paradise on earth,
and all the Chinese people love
| tae regime; and tae visitors
| eamne back and say that China
!is paradise on e¢arth and all
tie  Chinese people love
reime.

The second quality that most
China share is an
apparentiy total inability to
thelr hosis any serious
questions about anything
any serious significance. Truly:
searching or  embarrassing
questions about the way the
country is run would net, of
course, be answered; bur the
evasion of them would in itself
provide important information.
Yet—po, I dou’t mcan ver, in-
dcéed 1 rather think I mean
so—nt0 such questions arce cver

the

f

€China I have been describing

and

places recall word Yor word, - - -

going, ruthless and bloody tyran- -
nies ever ¢o exist on earth could be

the !
Felix Greepes and such. I am-

. tion
the pur..

that, .
i however assiduous their tour--
they could not possibly.

mil-

of .

‘Bernard Levin

folly of ‘Mac'’s

have ever asked their guide,
interpreter or bear-leader why,
if the whole Chinese people
are so devoted to their beloved

they. are never in any circum-
stances allowed to confirm
their attitude in anything like
a free election, which, after
all, would result in -a trium-
phant victory for the beloved
Chairman and communism if
the stories of their attitude are
true ?

What is most extraordinary
about the display of deeply
culpable naivety, amounting to
a betrayal of our common in-
tellectual duty to questioa
received authority everywhere,
is that the dreadful example of
prewar Soviet Russia appears

to have had no effect at ail. In

thhe thirties, the same sort of

visitors (indeed, in some in- :

stances, the very same pecple,
grown older but apparently no
wiser) went to a country in
which. the greatest and most
abominable terror in the entire
history of the world was being
practised, in which the popula-
of zhe concentration
camps was tens of millions and
the evidence of totally perva-
sive fear was as clear as that
of crushing and brutal poverty,
and returned saying tnat they
had been in a place where the
Brotherhood cof Man was uni-
versally practised, where an
unbreakable bond of affection
and admiration united the peo-
ple with their rulers, where
conditions eof unprecedented
freedom prevailed, and on top
cf that where the land was
flowing with milk and honey.

Many such  visitors, of
course, were -plain liars, but,
comparing like with like, T am
not holding those out as a
standard by which to judge
their heirs and assigns of the
China trail. For many of them
were mnot liars, but merely
fools, and it is their heirs and
assigns that'I am thinking of
today. ' .

I am not saying that a
Chinese equivalent of the Sta-
kn Terror is raging at this
moment; on the whole, I think
it extremely unlikely (the
Chinese communists appear to
have dene almost all their kill-
ing early and quickly). Bur I

do not know; nor do anv of-

those who have come back coo-
ing with certainty and delight
after being allowed a carefuily-
controlled glimpse of a feow

4s

" literaily

- 1idiots ”

- know perfectly well

useful idiots’

- peoplé in a tiny corner of that

vast country. And even if no
large-scale terror is now prac-
tised, there is abundant evi.
dence from official Chinese
sources that mental and phys-

jcal control of the whole pop-
ulation is practised to a degree
unprecedented even
by the standards of modern
totalitarianism. And yet the
procession of “Mao’s useful
never stcps, and the
soing they sing never ceases to
demonstrate that credulity and
fclly know no limits.

Which brings me to the
third element common to manv
of the China-visitors. The song
they sing is unmistakably a Pil-
grims’ Chorus, and it reveais
more about them than about
China. There is a yearning, in
a certain kind of free man or
woman, to be unfree, to sink
all choice, all decision, ail
struggle, into a common pool
of control and direciion. Some-
where in their subconscious,
the honest fools who went ro
Stalin’s Russia knew perfectly
well that it was a monstrous
tyranny, and welcomed it for
that very reason; somewhere
in  their subconscious, the
equivalent visitors to China
that it
demands the total extirpation
of the individual self, and wel-
come it for that very reason.
We have seen, at a simp..r
level, the mad rage that grips
many in this country at the
sight of freedom of speech,
whether in Newham Town Hall
or the inner councils of the
National Union of Students.
That rage stems, in many peo-
ple, not from the desire to im-
pose an unacceptable will on
others, but from the fear of
freedom in themselves, with
the inevitable consequence that
the fear turns to hate. Such
riven personalities, offered a
vision of a society which would
douse the terrifying flame of
freedom inside them, fling
themselves upon it in des-
perate relief. I believe that
many of them who have gone
to China in the last few years,
and come back eager to turn
their trahison des clercs into a
new Gospel, are just such
flawed souls. It is just as we!l
that we have such whole ones
as Donald Trelford and Pere-
grine Worsthorne.

© Times Newspapers i.td, 1973
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China Seekin“gildg;anced U.S.Co

By LESLIE H. GELB
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Oct.” 3 —
China is seeking to buy an ad-
vanced American-made com-
puter that wouid enhance her
search for oil and could also
strengthen her defense capabii-
'ities, according to' Administra-
tion officials.

The decision on the sale of}
the Control Data Corporation’si
- |Cyber 72 or 172, as it is vari-!
ously known, is now before the:
internationai coordinating com-
mittee known as Cocom that'
passes on sales of strategiz!
goods to Communist countries. |

Organized in 1949, Cocom is|

an informal group that main-|
tains a list of agreed strategic]
items that can oniy be sold to!
Communist countries after a.
unanimous vole of approval by
its members. The members are.
all of the North Atlantic Treatyt
Organization countries minus:
Iceland and plus Japan.
Secretary of Stats Kissinger
is said to be disposed towardi

approving the transaction, even,
though the United States re-
. [cently vetoed the saie of other|
advanced computers to the So-|
viet Union and despite the fact
that Peking has not bheen as
forthcoming as Moscow on per-
mitting inspections of the uses
to which these sophisticated in-
struments of this kind are be-i
ing put.
The final decision is awaifing
a technical review of possible
military uses of the computer
znd a clarification of China’s
apparent new policv line that,
once again lumps Moscow and|
Washingion together as equal
threats to peace.

Of Other Iteras for China

if approval is given, this will‘
not be the first time that pos-|
sibly sensitive items have been:
sold to China. Some of the 10}

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RPP77-00432R00010

‘isures. As one official explained:

Boeing 707’s sold to China inf
1973, officials said, included.
the inertial guidance system:
tangentially related to the sys-!
tem that guides American mis-;
siles to targets. The Adminis-;
ration’s reasoning in this case|
was that China clearly would
be unable to use the technology
for military ends. .

Administration officials also
said that the Central Intelli-i
gence Agency had circulated re-
ports on other low-key Chinese
feelers to American corpora-
tions for high-technology equip-
ment! .

These include discussions
with Lockheed about the C-141
cargo transport aircraft, with

{litek about = satellite cameras,

and with RCA Global Communi-
cations about radar and com-
munications equipment.

The officials said that they,
doubted that China would fol-‘i
low up on these feelers. Their|
judgment is that China will}
continue to prefer buying com-|
parable items where thev are
available in West Europe andj
:Japan, and that China will buy!
American only when the Ameri-
can product is unique.

This is also based on their

!

i lestimate that the dominant
group in China does not want!

to proveke new Soviet pres-,

it, the Chinese feel relatively;
safe from Soviet attack today
as compared with 1969 and will
only make their weight felt in
‘Washington for specific tactical
‘ends.

Mr. Kissinger is also said to|
consider Moscow the key vari-!
able in deciding what to do
next regarding Peking. In the

|

mputer
aad that Washington will_do:
what it can to help equalize:
the Chinese-Soviet balance of
power. .

But the ~ general estimate
within the Administration now
is that Chinese-American rela-
tions are just holding steady
at best. The officials expressed
concern: about the recent Chi-
nese promotion of Puerto Rican
independence, and about For-
eign Minister Chiao Kuan-hua’s
speech to the United Nations.
:Departing from past policy, Mr.
Chiao criticized Moscow and
Washington equally. : |
i As this situation sorts itself |
jout, thinking is going on at,
Efllt.levelsbwithin the Adminis-i
‘tration about possible future!; Tpe information is kept con-
‘United States-Chinese military 'fidential for competitisg bcl?sl}-
ties. A C.LA. study on the jness reasons.

:Moscow.- Peking - Washington | Some- officials not in the
:equation made available to The {giate Department expressed
[Naw York Times contends that isurprice  when  the pprgizh
Chairman Mao Tse-tung has'branch of Control Data Corpo-
been the rmain force behind ration put the Cyber up forl
a waiver because Cocom had

‘Peking’s opening-up to Wash-
.inglon, and that Washington recently v
¢ s Y oted ti
must develop something in re-; e lo“yer categ%rgrengoﬁguigz
to China.

turn. The study suggests vari-
ous kinds:of military. aid to| As all of the officials ex-
plained, China has been loath

China.

A few officials interested inl ; N

s Pecariadit : to spec s
pushing thmkmg in that direc- whiclll) ‘cc}:f:‘.}'cotr};;utg?;p@ﬁ:ld ft?;
Lion pointed to an article by| <o and nas refused to accept'
Michaei Pillsbury of the Rand| 0 regular conditions i
Corporation in the current issue specting use. One said ufr;} ‘ml;.
Sfrgtoreffg\% Poilcyl‘éﬁagaé‘.’,‘e' t}ée they're getting btter. willl]i!xig

e, 2 should modify the g DEith §
spacious policy of ‘even-han- ggctuallak about VISits and allow
dedness’ which now governs %‘herg?tfi‘gigllrs’g'said that the.‘
Soviet Union, on the other:

exports of’ advanced defense
e -
technology” to China. He ad- hand, would provide details on.

planned use and allow a regular’

|ded: “China is not nearly as

{large a security threat to us e
presence by the seller for in-
spection.  Nevertheless, they

stricted lists. - —

It has been used to process
geophysical data in oil surveys.
‘Whether China can or is likely
to use the main frame or mem.
ory part of the unit or its
high-speed printing and micro-
processing features for purpos-
es of military air defense sys-
tems or antisubmarine warfare
‘is what Cocom is studying.

Cocom’s lists are kept secret,
as are its studies and decisions.
If the sale of the Cyber were,
to be approved, the only fact
that - would be made public
would be that a computer had
been approved for sale to Chi-
na :

l

meantime, the officials said
that M. Kissinger and President:
Ford would continue to give'
private assurances when they
visit Peking in November that
the United States remains con-
cerned about Chinese security

las the Soviet Unlon is.”

' The Cyber computer now be- > :

ing d'isc}\,xssed inp Cocom and, Sid_that Moscow, which has

within _ the  Administration| f€Ceived top-of-the-line waivers
in the past, recently wanted
to buy computers that would

under the terms of the export

administration act is considered e ?
clearly have a military applica-

tion as weil, and were thus

to be in the top-of-the-line cate-
gory, above two other catego- ¢
ries of computers on the re-| turned down.
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. +% Someof -Pasama’s ‘most .

-~ those who died in the anti-.
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- Avenue of the Martyrs ¥ 7 ¢

 US. Zonians lead sweet Ife

“across read from native squalor

" Panama- City—Call " .an

American in the Panama Can- . =

2l Zone after working ‘hours
and you may be.told he’s.at
the Elks Club, or watching 2

’}'.itﬂe League .game, or play-
[C A

Jnggol.: .-y RN
.V On the-other -hand walk
- geross the street-from Ancon

Hill, headquarters of the Pan<
.ama Canal Company, the Can-.
-al-Zone government, and tha.

.- Pentagon's -Southern™: Com:-

“mand, and you're likely to be
-mugged.. .. 7 T %

noisome slums face Ancon
Hill across Fourth of July av-
” enue, which Panamanians call
=-Avenue of the Martyrs, for

*: American riots of 196¢.- Many

= Americans suspect the slums”

i have been left there delibera-
- tely as a symbol of different

- life-styles while Panama has

Jjeopardy, 25 the United States

;. improved housing elsewhere.- -
*." The' direct comparison is

" misleading, as most sueh com- |
“parisons-are. But the exagger--
7 ation underscores a- larger-
Ztruth,“that on’ any.comparas"

ftive terms including condi--

‘i tions in-the United States, the -
115,000 American residents of -
; the Canal Zone lead the sweet -

! life. =

life-styls, now &5 fn

- and’ Panama negotiate with
. the common goal of a treaty
zunder -which Panama will
“'move toward control of the
"~ zone:and administration of the
‘canal. But it is secure as long
' as more than one-third of the
S, Senate remains on record
. against any change at all. )
..~ Or at least moderately se-
* cure.»:Panama - already .has

" .:served notice that its patience

_+iis:limited, -and the 1964 riots.

*'> 3ad others of ttie past demon-.
. .strated . that:all thmgsare

relative, .5

i * The sweet life s not luxg-
~r¥,"as Frank ‘A. Baldwin, a'
second -~ generation - Zonian

points ‘out.’ Much of the hous-’
ing, managed by the govern-
ment and- assigned hy ' job

rank, is old and seedy.

. But.it is-comfortable and
protected. The zone has'its

own police force, school. sys--
tem, postal service, garbage
collection; what -one resident
calls “‘excellent services.” The
court system-too is its -own,
and a U.S. diplomat says Zoni-,
ans can be “certain that they !
are dezling with a non-corrupt |

judicial process.™ " 17 vk
Another: calls the zone “a

company town operated by a °

benevolent, paternalistic com-

pany.” There is no unemploy- -

ment, and little crime,
‘—though the rate has in-

creased - recently—and the-.

company operates commis-
saries that make shopping
easy.

For the record, the stores
charge prices based on a New
Orieans rate plus shipping
charges. None the less, they
are lower than in most popu-
lation centers in the United

States and considerably lower -

than those in Panama outside
the zone. Overall, the mood
and service is that of a re-
laxed military base or of gov- -
ernment towns of the past
—such as Los Alamos, N.M,,
and Oak Ridge, Tenn., during
the secret development of
atomic weapons. : :
Zonians  understandably
don’t want to give it up. Most
often they frame their worries
in terms of both personal job
security—despite assurances
from the Panamanian govern-
ment—and national security.

No cne argues, in fact, that .

the question of future strate-
gic control of the canal is not
a major one. . ’

" It is one of the ironies of

life in the zone, however, that

- somne residents see a cornmun-

ist plot in the negotiating posi-
tions of both sides. For the op-
eration ‘of the canal and the

management of the zone are’
~ essentially by nature socialis-

tic enterprises.
To some residents it is all

too much. They have moved .

out. The company town aspect

-of zonal life is cited by Nor-

man Werner, a 37-year-old
canal pilot, one of the elite, as
the reason for his building a
house outside the zone. -
“If I had known how much
trouble it would be, I probably
wouldn't have started,” -he
laughs. “But inside it really is
an artifical life.” )
Many Zonians have mar-
ried Panamanians, without
changing their views on con-

_ tinued US. control. And al-

though some seldom leave the
zone, others have developed a
deep affection for Panama
and have retired there once
they had to give up their as-

signed housing.

From the Pamananian
perspective, growing numbers

—encouraged by the govern- -

ment of Gen. Omar Torrijos
Herrera—are aware of and
resentful of what they regard
as the the privileged position

" of the Americans. “They can’t

cope with the pressures of
modern society,” says a Pana-
manian diplomat scornfully.
The resentments are both
economic and political. Of the
15,000 Canal Zone employees,
roughly 10,000 are Panamani-
ans. Increasingly the govern-
ment management has hired
on the local market. Special
training programs are bring-
ing more Panamanians into

, anceisdeceiving.

. coveted assignments as pilots,
who receive $21,000 to $50,-
000 a year.

~ But still .there are two
wage systems. One is based on
skills available locally and the
other on skills that must »e
imported. The second pay
scale is double the first.

Some few Americans work
for the local wage rate, and a
growing number of Panaman-
ians—now several hundred
—draw the U.S. rate. Zone of-
ficials emphasize that the

, zone is the only place in the
world where the U.S. pays lo-

- cal nationals on U.S. terms.

None the less, the reality is*
that far more Panarianians
work in less skilled jobs for
less money. And Americans
who are heads of households
receive a 15 per cent prem-
ium called a “tropical diif-
erential.” General Torrijos,
struggling to upgrade schools,
modernize agriculture and re-

-verse a sliding growth rate
makes certain these differ-
ences do not go unnoticed.

Economically, also, many
wealthier Panamanjans and
the growing middle class,
with interests as suppliers to
the zone or operators of corol-
lary businesses, are content

. with the status quo. But politi-

cally the government has enl-
isted their support increasing-
Iy on the issuel of sovereignty.
“Now,” says Fabian Ver-
larde, an adviser to General
Torrijos, “it is something that
won'’t go away. There musi be.
a resolution, and the time is
limited.” )
‘How it will be resolved is
still uncertain. So far Pana-
manian pressure and determi-
nation in the U.S. Congress ap-
pear as the irresistable force
and the immovable object. In
one of the two, the appear-

2

“Don’t get things wrong,” the
head "of a leading insurance

shilled positions, including | company said in an interview.j .
K “All Panamanians — rich and}
poor, right and left—are united!
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in wanting a new canal treaty,
But there is not much they can

|Panamanians Cynical Over CanaI'Iss‘Lzef Bu there
S ~— . - ifa mood of spathy and cynicism 40,000 Americans in the Canal SocaCtl 30,theY worry more

o 1in the Panamanian .population.} ) . ]
. _By ALAN RIDING | “The Government keeps|ting through 13 years of spo-| Slump Diverts Attention ..
Speclasto The New York Times /| promising there will be a new|radic and unproductive nego- | The sharp deterioration of the
PANAMA CITY, Oct. 5—De-litreaty in a month or two, but| tiations to. replace the 1903 \Panamanian economy in . the|
spite the impatient and fierylnothing happens,” one young' canal treaty, many Panama- lpast year has more than any-
rhetoric of Panama’s military| officeworker said. “I ~don't nians have difficulty sustaining jthing else diverted the public's}
Government, delays in the con-|: have any faith in the hegotia- anger or impatience over ,the“attention from the canal issue.
clusion of a new United States-;! tions. I don’t think the Ameri- United States’ large military ;Businessmen are worried by the
Panama treaty on the Panamaiicans will ever leave Panama.” and. civilian presence in Pan-|recession that has reduced the

Canal appear to be 8engﬁmﬁ,iiveg%rm;aggiégmmcmkaDPﬁ-oo432RQO 880006 Qate from aboutl
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8 pet‘cent in 1973 to around
2 per cent this year. People in
the cities have been hit badly’
by high inflation and increased
unemployment. : .
In the slum district of
Chorrillo, where rows of rotting !
'wooden tenements look acrass

the green slopes of. the 533-
[square-mile Canal Zone, a lot-
tery vendor complained. loudly
about the rise in food prices.
. “The canal is just a pretext
to divert our attention from
the' veal problems” she went
on, as a group of. barefoot

John F.. Kennedy ‘Avenue to)

children gathered around her.
“What's going to happen if we
get the canal? The Government
will keep the meney and in
no time the zone will be as
filthy as Panama City.” .

Many conservative and ieft-
wing- opponents of Brig. Gen.
Omar Torrijos Herrera, who
seized power in a coup in
October, 1968, believe that the
Government's impatience to re-
cover jurisdiction over the
Canal Zone under.z new treaty
is largely attributable to the
countyy’s precarious economic
situation. [
““The longer we wait, the
ragre concessions we’ll get out
of the Americans,” a2 member!
of the' Movement of Independ-|
ent Lawyers said. o
“But the Govemment des-’
perately needs the money from
a new treaty in order to stay
alivé: With stagnating economy
and a foreign debt of over $I-
billion for a country with just
‘1.5 million inhabitants, where
else is-it going to get the
money? So instead of the United|
States, Panama is making the!
concession in the negotiations,”!

The Torrijos administration,
which remains a one-man re-
gime despite formal elections
taree years ago, has responded
te critics of the secrecy of thei
negetiations by publishing de-i
tails of the United States and’
Panamanian positicns in ‘the’
talks.

Evidence that General Tor-
rijos is willing to accept an
American military presence
here for 25 more vears as part’
of a system of jeint United:
States-Panamanian defense of;
the waterway has provoked:i
new criticism from opponents
of the regime.

Unlike the official Coramu-
nist party, the pro-Moscow
Paople’s party, which backs the
Torrijos regime-—the independ-|
ent Marxist parties are ada-|
mantly opposed to any United
States military presence under
a new treaty. Social democratic
and conservative factions be-
lieve that a system of joint de-
fense will merely insure indefi-
nite military rule in Panama.

“More than anything, Torri-
jes wants to stay in power and,
for that, he needs a new treaty
for face-saving,” Alberto Quiros
Guardia, an outspoken Socialist,
who is a radio broadcaster,
said in an interview. “But a
system  of joint defense .will
jstrengthen Panamanian militar-

ism in the name of defending -

the canal.” .
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U.S., Panar

By James Nelson Goodsel!

Latin America correspondent of

The Christian Science Monitor

New York

Although senior United States officials say

that negotiations on a new Panama Canal

treaty arc basically on track, many Latin

Americans feel that something is amiss in the
tatks between Panama and the U S.

In fact, while Washington encourages a

sense of optimism that the talks will soon

.produce a treaty to replace the 1903 accord,

Panamanian sources here indicate that the

two countries are still far apart on the terms of

the treaty. .
Other Latin Americans close to the Panama-

U.S. talks agree with the Panamanians. A ,

number of these Latin Americans, attending
the United Nations General Assembly session
here. add that Washington is deceiving itself if
it believes that agreement is near or that the
talks leading toward a new accord are making

. progress. ‘
“They broke off Sept. 17,”” a Panamanian-

Goveinment source noted.'While they will be
resumed shortly, they will involve technical
details rather than substantive issues.”

Still, United States officials maintain their
optimism. They admit there are pitfalls in
_reaching an accord — including the threat of
hemisphere-wide reaction if substantial prog-
ress is not made quickly, and at home, the
threat of a congressional refusal to ratify a
new accord. '

. But they minimize these points as they
suggest that the Panamanian Government has
afar greater problem than Washington does in
regard to leaks of material concerning the
negotiations. To many hemisphere observers

. this suggestion with regard to leaks seemed a

direct slap at the Panamanian Government

concerning its publication in late September

of astatement on the status of negotiations.
The Panamanian statement said the talks

1a close to

agreesment?

were stalled by U.S. insistence on its right to
continue defending the waterway indefinitely.
As far as Panama is cencerned, its state-
ment “was valid and perfectly in keeping with -
‘what Washington is doing,” a high Pan-
.amanian official said. He was referring to an §
earlier statement by Secretary of State Henry -
A. Kissinger that “the United States must
maintain the right . . . to defend the Panama
Canl for an indefinite time.” N
" Dr. Kissinger quickly went on to say Sept. 16
that beyond defense and operating rights, the -
U.S. can make a variety of concessions on the
canal and the 500 square-mile zone surround-
Ail this may sound like a big storm over a
little bit of semantics. But the issue looms
large on both sides. ) :
A United States scurce close to the negotia-
tions said Washington is confronted with a_
major dilemma on the canal. On the one hand,
the State Department, and thai means the
Ford administration, is willing to move toward
some sort of new treaty. But it must ke within
limits that ppear increasingly tight — limits
imposed by the vocal congressional and
conservative opposition *o any change in the
1903 treaty. Those limits have always included
defense of the canal, but now they appear to
include operation of the zanal. .
This, says the U.S. source, is not the way
Panama previously understeod it. Hence. it is
using al! the wapons it has to push its position.
Those include “leaks” as well as efforts to
arouse wider Latin American support. That
support already is extensive — and Washing-
ton knows it. ’ )
Thus, the U.S. would like an early con-
clusion to the present talks. But it looks
increasingly unlikely that it will get it..

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100380006-0

L8

Gaen - a




